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INTBODUCTION 
Previous research as well as everyday observations have revealed that 
Individuals and groups who differ In socioeconomic circumstances also tend 
to have different orientations toward life (Irelan and Besner, 1967, pp. 
1-9). However, most studies have been focused on urban individuals and 
families, especially in terms of poverty, health and equal opportunity. 
Information is also needed about orientations to life of rural population 
groups If progress is to be made toward identification and reduction of 
inequities of opportunity and Improvement in qualities of life. 
Secretary Freeman (1967) of the United States Department of Agricul­
ture has characterized rural America as having too little of everything — 
jobs, income, education and services — and as experiencing a continuing 
one-way flow of people from country to city, thus damaging country and 
city alike. Many federal, state and local programs are currently involved 
in various activities toward the alleviation of poverty. At the present 
time, much attention is directed toward community and rural development 
with the idea of reducing Inequities within and among population groups In 
rural areas and small towns. 
Since current data on living conditions and outlooks on life of 
families In rural areas are limited, social scientists are being asked to 
assist in obtaining information needed for developing policies and programs 
aimed at increasing opportunities in general and decreasing Inequities 
experienced by selected types of individuals and families. 
Irelan and Besner (1967) have commented that the constant struggle 
of the poor with various conditions in life has produced estrangement from 
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society, from individuals and even from the self. The wholeness of life 
which Is experienced Is based on the person's values, knowledge and 
behavior which give unity, meaning and direction to life. These authors 
stated further. 
It would be Incautious, In view of the sparseness of 
of our knowledge, to say just what program Implica­
tions such knowledge has, or what techniques of 
Improvement are most likely to succeed. 
Material and financial help can do much to alleviate these conditions and 
enable parents and youth to participate In programs for change. But such 
programs should be supplemented by research Into means for enrichment of 
human dignity and quality of life. 
The Increased use of socioeconomic Indicators In various kinds of 
research, education and action programs has made It necessary to period­
ically Improve and update methods and techniques for measuring relative 
socioeconomic levels of families and other households in different types 
of communities. According to Barber (1957» p. 19), 
Every role and activity of an Individual Is potentially 
a criterion of evaluation...that may be applied to the 
members of a society in order to determine their rela­
tive position In the system of social stratification. 
In addition. Miller (1967, p. 97) has generalized that a person's socio­
economic position affects his chances for education. Income, occupation, 
marriage, health, friends and even life expectancy. 
Scales to measure socioeconomic levels have been developed by numerous 
investigators who have used various techniques to study different types of 
population groups (Edvsrds, 1933; Chapln, 1935; Sst-7sll, 1940; Warner et al,: 
1960; Hollingshead, 1957). According to Blalock and Blalock (1968, p. 132), 
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one of the advantages of different approaches Is that a prediction equa­
tion developed by using known values of a criterion variable within one 
population can be used with another population If the two populations are 
not fundamentally different. They cited the limitation of Warner's work 
on class measurement In that prediction equations based on evaluated 
participation in a community such as Jonesville should not be used for 
metropolitan samples. In addition. Green (1970), in his manual for scoring 
socioeconomic status for research on health behavior, has indicated that 
indices should be further validated in populations unlike the one used by 
previous researchers. Hence, the present Investigator felt it necessary 
to develop specific scales which would be applicable to the type of rural 
population on which this study was based. 
The general objective of this study was to focus on families with 
children in rural small towns of southwest Iowa and to determine associa­
tions between socioeconomic levels of families and mothers' orientations 
to life. Based on these associations the second purpose was to develop 
recommendations for adult education in home economics as well as for 
subsequent research. To be able to achieve these objectives, indicants 
and measures of both socioeconomic level and orientations to life needed 
to be developed. 
Findings from this study should provide useful information for social 
scientists and other researchers who plan and conduct studies in southwest 
Iowa, as well as for those who plan, carry out and evaluate social action 
programs. The asscciaticns cf orientations to life vith socioeconomic 
level should 1) help educators in their decision making as to the kinds of 
educational programs and opportunities needed by families who live in 
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small rural towns, 2) help social service and welfare personnel to prepare 
guidelines for courses of action and for providing certain types of 
counseling services, and 3) help administrators to plan strategies In 
community action programs and in determination of local public policies 
as part of their task in rural development. These findings should help 
researchers to probe further into the validation of scales as a technique 
of measuring people's orientations to life and socioeconomic circumstances 
of population groups in rural areas. 
5 
THEORETICAL BACKGROUND 
To proceed in a logical manner appropriate to research, linkages 
between theoretical orientations and the empirical data are indispensable. 
This chapter relates not only to the conceptualization of socioeconomic 
level and orientation-to-life variables but also to problems involved in 
measurement of these concepts. Evident associations between orientations 
to life and socioeconomic levels are also noted. Finally, literature that 
indicates implications of these associations for adult education in home 
economics is reviewed. 
For purposes of this study, the investigator uses the terms, socio­
economic level, social class, and socioeconomic status, synonymously 
although they often are conceptualized as distinct entitles. Further, a 
relatively thorough exploration of the literature has revealed no clear 
definition of the concept of orientation to life. Therefore, one of the 
early tasks of the present study was to synthesize a working definition of 
this concept. 
Conceptualization demands attention not only to the relatively more 
abstract ideas of concern but also to the respective dimensions that 
represent their more specific manifestations in life. Further, for 
empirical study, appropriate indicants of each dimension must be identified 
and techniques for measuring each indicant must be selected or developed. 
Other considerations affecting the nature of measurement problems Include 
choice of the population and data collection and processing. Through these 
procedures, not only the meaniqg of the general concept but also ways of 
measuring it may be refined. Review of the empirical and nonemplrical 
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efforts of various scholars provides a foundation on which to design the 
conceptual and the measurement facets of the present study. 
Conceptual and Measurement Problems 
Socioeconomic level 
The meaning and measurement of socioeconomic levels are dealt with 
by using two general approaches. First, conceptualization of the term by 
various writers will be noted, including their views of the general 
dimensions by which these levels tend to be manifested in human situations 
and behavior. Following these interpretations, attention is given to 
measurement problems related to identification of more specific indicators 
and empirical measures of the respective dimensions. Problems related to 
the applicability of socioeconomic scales for different population types 
will be discussed briefly along with some limitations involved in selec­
tion of informants. 
Conceptualization The terms, social class, socioeconomic status, 
and socioeconomic level, relate to the general process of social 
stratification. This process involves constant evaluation and social 
differentiation which are inherent in the nature of human organization. 
On this point, Mayer (1955, p. 4) has commented: 
...if a human society is to function effectively in 
the pursuit of its daily tasks it is necessary that 
the qualities, attributes, and characteristics of its 
members as well as their behavior and achievements be 
judged and evaluated. 
Barber (1937, p. S) defined social stratification as the structure of 
differential rankings that seem to occur in all societies. He also 
conceptualized social stratification as being multidimensional, meaning 
7 
that individuals and groups in every society differ from each other concern­
ing the various dimensions of stratification. According to Mayer (1955, 
p. 3), "... social differentiation is a universal characteristic of human 
societies because it is essential for their maintenance and survival." 
Social stratification may be focused on such dimensions as power and 
authority, occupational prestige, income and wealth, education and knowl­
edge, cultural accomplishments, family background, ethnic status, tastes, 
attitudes, beliefs and values. 
Socioeconomic level, social class and socioeconomic status represent 
somewhat different approaches for observing and identifying the rank orders 
of individuals and groups in the social stratification pattern. Stratifi­
cation in societies is ancient but gained prominence in the early 
nineteenth century due to the thinking of Karl Marx and Max Weber. They 
made numerous global statements about stratification and social class 
although neither of them had made empirical studies related to these 
concepts. Various Interpretations of stratification, social class and 
related concepts have been made since that time but have failed to gain 
consensus among social scientists, thus contributing to conceptual 
confusion. 
Both Marx and Weber recognized several dimensions that should be 
observed in order to differentiate social classes. Marx (1844) placed 
exclusive emphasis on economic factors as determinants of social class. 
Weber (1906) defined a class as being composed of people who have life 
chances in common, that is, the typical chauces for supply cf gccds, 
external living conditions and personal life experience. Weber also 
suggested that economic interests should be seen as one of a larger 
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category of social and economic values Involved In social stratification. 
He viewed status as one aspect of stratification, referring to the quality 
of perceived Interaction. He defined status as the positive or negative 
estimation of honor or prestige received by Individuals. Hence, In his 
view, social status reflected such factors as family, position, origin, 
manners, education and like attributes that are more difficult to attain 
or lose than economic wealth. 
More recently, Mayer (1955, p. 23) defined social classes as "aggre­
gates of individuals and families in similar economic position." He also 
Implied that members of the same economic class should have similar 
chances to attain certain values and opportunities in life. To support 
this position he quotes Weber as follows. 
Everything from the chance to stay alive during the first 
year after birth to the chance to view the fine arts, the 
chance to remain healthy and grow tall, and if sick to 
get well again quickly, the chance to avoid becoming a 
juvenile delinquent, and very crucially, the chance to 
complete an inteirmediary or higher educational grade. 
Mayer also generalized that all these life chances are crucially Influenced 
by one's position in the economic class structure. 
According to Barber (1968, p. 292) the dimensions of stratification 
are both independent as well as interdependent. For example, the dimen­
sions of occupational prestige, power, Income and education are independent 
to some extent. That is to say, in some measure, occupational prestige is 
respected regardless of the amount of power or Income one has. Contrari­
wise, power or Income may achieve goals despite low occupational prestige. 
But the different dimensions may reinforce or restrain one another 
because of their interdependence. A certain level of educational attainment 
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may not be prestigious without an appropriate level of Income. And a given 
level of occupational prestige may find Itself Ineffective because It does 
not have a certain amount of power. 
According to the authors cited, the dimensions of life that reflect 
social class are both sociological and economic In nature. Each dimension 
represents an attribute, situation or opportunity available by which an 
Individual or group may be ordered on a continuum, quantitatively or 
qualitatively. Since, according to Barber (1968), these dimensions are 
interdependent, a combination of the rankings on several dimensions can 
represent a more comprehensive and realistic ordering. Therefore, socio­
economic level seems appropriate as a teirm to represent the unique quali­
ties that characterize individuals and family groups at comparative levels. 
The central task is identification of relevant dimensions and valid 
measures of socioeconomic level that are appropriate for the various 
geographic and culturally differentiated population areas that may be 
studied. 
Measurement problems Even after definitions and relevant dimen­
sions of the comparative socioeconomic levels of the population group have 
been agreed upon, many major problems of measurement must be faced. In 
order to measure any one of the general dimensions, more specific indi­
cators must be selected. These indicators relate to both content and 
process. 
Content indicators refer to the specific aspects of each dimension 
that should be observed. For example, when ordering persons by educa­
tional level, should the indicant be years of formal schooling completed? 
If so, should formal schooling be limited to number of grades completed 
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or should preschool. Head Start and kindergarten experiences be included 
also? Further, to what extent should job training, adult education 
classes, work shops and other learning experiences be considered? 
Similar decisions are called for in the development of operational 
definitions for income and occupation. For example, should nonmoney 
Income as well as money income be used to represent income level and 
should money Income before or after taxes be the indicator? With respect 
to level of occupation, should the government's classification on a range 
from unskilled to professional and managerial employments be used or 
would one of the occupational scales previously developed by sociologists 
be an appropriate indicator? 
Process indicators refer to the types of observation made in order to 
obtain data concerning the dimensions and indicants of special concern. 
Barber (1957, p. 197) has grouped social indicators according to three 
types, verbal, interactional and symbolic. Each of these has been used, 
either independently or in combination with others, to measure socio­
economic status. Verbal indicators represent what people actually say in 
evaluation of one another, either deliberately or in passing. Interactional 
indicators are the actual patterns of association with one another which 
men use to express equality, superiority and inferiority. Interaction, a 
process in everyday social behavior, can be measured by frequency, duration 
and quality. Symbolic indicators are those activities and possessions that 
are considered as typical of particular economic and sociological situations. 
wo. cnwa.wou v « ox/v wc, 
increased when several content and process indicators are used. Researchers 
assume that the empirical measures for the indicators correlate with one 
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another to the extent that they reflect socioeconomic level. Thus, several 
potential dimensions of the concept and their respective indicators can be 
used to identify patterns of relationship and, thus, identify the relevant 
components of socioeconomic level for the population under study. Further 
examination of the nature and interrelationships of the components may 
result in development of a scaling device. 
The individual's identification of his own self by socioeconomic level 
poses another problem. À technical approach to the measurement of status 
perception was employed by Davis (1956, pp. 154-165) in a study of house­
wives in Cambridge, Massachusetts. Respondents were provided with 24 
photographs of living rooms and were asked to sort them Into four piles 
according to the social standing of the people who live in those homes. 
Guttman scale analysis then yielded a scale of living rooms measured in 
relation to the respondent's own perceived rank. Blalock (1968, p. 129) 
comments that living rooms constitute a narrow basis for social class 
judgments but methods could be extended to use verbal portraits of persons 
and their relevant status characteristics. 
Researchers for the National Opinion Research Center (NORC, 1947) 
asked respondents to evaluate social standings of selected jobs and 
occupations. The resulting hierarchy of occupations was transformed into 
prestige classes of individuals. In these studies respondents e^ diibit 
gross consensus in their evaluation of abstract cues to socioeconomic 
levels. 
occupational categories of the census report. The major groups currently 
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used by the United States Bureau of Census represent a slight modification 
of Edwards' scale. 
A socioeconomic Index was constructed by Duncan (1961) who used the 
occupational prestige scores by North and Hatt (NORC, 1947). He derived 
summary measures of Income and education of these respondents based on 45 
detailed occupations yielding an occupational socioeconomic status index 
(SEX). 
In a study of social class and mental Illness, Holllngshead and 
Redllch (1958) in New Haven, Connecticut, reported that social class posi­
tion was ascertained by using the Holllngshead Index of Social Position. 
This index utilized ecological area of residence, occupation and education 
to determine an Individual's class status. Holllngshead (1957), in his 
explanation of the use of criteria in measurement strategies, has con­
tended that whenever the researcher has a measured variable which repre­
sents the overall concept to be measured, then one may develop weights 
using this variable as a criterion. Holllngshead and Redllch (1958, p. 389) 
based a criterion status score on total judgments made by both Myers and 
himself. They then obtained a multiple correlation of .942 between resi­
dence, education and occupation and judged class criterion. The weight for 
residence was .18, for education, .15, and for occupation, .27. These rank 
scales were combined in a simple additive manner to develop a three factor 
index of social position. 
Hodge and Slegel (1968, p. 319) comment that researchers have found 
it expedient to fors indices cf socicl status snd social class from eucb 
objective information as occupational role, ethnic background, Income and 
earnings, individual attainments (especially education) and even material 
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possessions. In addition, style of life as reflected in social participa­
tion, residential area, house type, living room equipment and other visible 
aspects of status may serve to array the population hierarchically. 
Socioeconomic status of farm families cannot be differentiated 
effectively by indicators such as education, occupation and Income. In 
his assessment of farm family status by using a living room scale, Chapln 
(1935) viewed socioeconomic status as the position that an individual or a 
family occupies with reference to the prevailing average standards of 
cultural possessions. Income, material possessions and participation in 
the group activities of the community. 
Pursuing the scale by Chapln, Sewell (1940) constructed indices for 
Oklahoma farm families. He used material possessions (for example, house 
construction, floor and wall furnishings), cultural possessions such as 
magazine and newspaper subscriptions, education of husband and wife, and 
social participation (family attendance at church, farm cooperatives and 
FTÂ activities). Sewell's farm families socioeconomic status scale was 
derived by combining all of these indices to measure a single common 
factor. 
According to Hodge and Siegel (1968), size of place is an Important 
parameter that limits the use of judges' ratings for devising measures of 
social status. They contend that objective status positions may not be 
highly Intercorrelated at the societal level of integration; they may be 
highly intercorrelated in small communities where the status attributes of 
all families and individuals are more visible and widely known. 
Using data collected in their Jonesville investigations, Warner et al. 
(1960, p. 172) reported that the common variance between pairs of such 
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objective characteristics as occupation, education, income and house type 
(measures having been formed largely from inspection of the size and 
conditions of the dwelling unit) ranged between 36 and 64 percent. 
However, Hodge and Siegel (1968) comment that there is no reason to 
believe that these associations are either typical of other communities 
or accurate for Jonesville. So far, there is no real substantial empiri­
cal evidence for assuming great crystallization of status variables. 
As for membership in voluntary associations, it was reasonable to 
assume that patterns of involvement are more salient features of small 
communities since Individuals are known to each other in the community 
to a higher degree than in an urban community. In the study reported by 
Kaufman (1944) for a New York rural community, prestige class accounts 
for 41 percent of the variation in number of memberships in voluntary 
associations. Hodge and Siegel (1968) state that direct comparison with 
the correlations can be made for urban settings. They estimated, for 
residents of a suburb of the District of Columbia, that 10 percent of the 
variance of the number of memberships in voluntary associations could be 
attributed to either years of school completed or family Income. The 
foregoing findings suggest that attendance at voluntary organizations is 
an important focus of stratification in small towns. 
Social scientists have evaluated many scales used to measure socio­
economic level. Certain precautionary factors must be considered when 
using scales developed by other researchers. Warner et al. (1960, p. 128) 
and Pfautz and Duncan (1950, pp. 208-209) ImVc often clteu limitaticns cf 
Warner's work on class measurement. The prediction equation based on 
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evaluated participation used In Jonesville should not be used for metro­
politan samples. 
Haug and Sussman (1971, p. 550), In their examination of meaning and 
measurement of social structure, based their criticism on the Indices 
developed by Holllngshead (1957) and Duncan (1961). They contend that 
Duncan's socioeconomic index (SEI) suffered from grave weaknesses, making 
it virtually useless as a social class estimate. They suggested the need 
to update the Holllngshead two-factor index of social position. In 
Justifying their criticism, they stated that Duncan's SET was obtained on 
scores based on percentages of high responses in a Public Opinion Survey. 
This gave undue Importance to minority values rather than to the majority 
value consensus. Moreover, the use of percentages above a dichotomy, a 
point for predictor variables of education and income, masks meaningful 
distinctions within halves of the dichotomy. The method of grouping the 
S£X statua scores into categories for analytical purposes has resulted in 
gross measurement error. 
Status consistency in these scales has raised various questions from 
researchers. The correlation of .97 between scales developed by Campbell 
(1952) and NORC (1947) indicated a strong relationship between the two 
measures. But when Haug and Sussman (1971, p. 558) correlated Duncan's 
SEI with Holllngshead's class index, they reported a coefficient of .74 
between the two scales. Reiss et (1961) stated that this criticism 
is baseless because Duncan warned against the indiscriminate use of SEI 
which was not intended as a universally valid measurs cf social stratifi­
cation. 
Holllngshead (1971, pp. 563-369), replying to the comments made by 
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Haug and Sussman, contended that the two-factor Index of social position was 
developed because of requests for the scale from various researchers. The 
three-factor index of social position worked well in New Haven. Before it 
could be used in a similar urban community, that community would have to be 
studied in detail by the same procedures followed by Hollingshead and the 
research staff. To avoid this problem, Hollingshead developed the two-
factor index by dropping the residential scale as it was specifically 
developed for use in New Haven. In the two-factor index, Hollingshead 
combined an occupation score with an education score. Because, according 
to him, occupation is an estimate of the skill and power individuals 
possess in the society, this reflects one's position and opportunities 
in the economic system, while education reflects cultural tastes. 
Hollingshead (1971, p. 565) noted that somehow the two-factor index has 
"caught on" and has been used widely in field studies of one kind or 
another in the late 1950's and throughout the 1960's. 
The low correlation of .74 between the two-factor index and Duncan's 
SEI as pointed out by Haug and Sussman (1971) was not surprising, argued 
Hollingshead (1971), because the indices were constructed in two different 
ways. Hollingshead's two-factor index of social position utilized occupa­
tion and education as indicators of class position in the metropolitan 
community centered in New Haven, Connecticut. Duncan's SEI included 
occupation, education and Income, using different scoring techniques from 
the ones used by Hollingshead. Hence, it was natural that the correlations 
between the scales were not very high. 
As presented above, the measurement problems in social stratification 
are numerous. Hodge and Siegel (1968) suggest that, in selecting a measure 
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of social class, the researcher choose an appropriate measure of social 
class depending on the problem under Investigation. So selected, different 
measures of social class could achieve appreciable face validity within the 
particular context In which they are employed. 
Problems of variation In measurement methodology have not been 
resolved so far. Haug and Sussman (1971, p. 561), commenting on this 
problem, stated that there are no easy panaceas or magic formulas for 
the solution of the difficult problems Involved In developing valid and 
reliable measuring devices for social class. To alleviate these problems 
they said that there was need for a major theoretical and empirical effort, 
organized by the entire discipline through a task force of the American 
Sociological Association. The function of the task force would be to 
examine and evaluate various methods for developing a scale, which takes 
Into consideration current realities and can be used as a valid yardstick 
in a broad spectrum of research programs. They contend that such a task 
force has been in operation in Great Britain (Abrams, 1968). 
These suggestions are valuable and, if implemented, would make a 
needed contribution to the discipline. Until this is done, critical 
issues continue to be Involved in the conceptual and measurement problems 
of identifying and categorizing families or other households by relative 
socioeconomic level for research and public policy and action program 
purposes. Until a breakthrough yields a measure that can be adapted to 
various populations with validity and reliability, researchers are 
challenged to develop aeasuras pertinent tc their respective problems and 
populations and to seek reduction of measurement errors. 
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Orientations to life 
As previously mentioned, Cavan (1963, p. 79) has said that measures of 
Income, education and occupation are mainly economic criteria for stratifi­
cation that do not fully identify the more Intangible boundaries between 
social classes. She proposed that values, attitudes and beliefs must also 
be considered if a particular social class is to be distinguished from 
others. Although she did not use the term, orientation to life, it is the 
view of the present Investigator that she was referring to some of the 
same distinctive qualities of individuals and groups that were of concern 
in this study. However, determination of the kinds of values and attitudes 
that reveal the unique orientations to life of a particular family, or 
group of families, or even a community or nation, awaits greater clarity 
of conceptualization and much more preclseness of measurement. Both of 
these problems are dealt with in this brief review of relevant literature, 
selected from the extensive writings available. 
Conceptualization Although reference to human values is often made 
by social scientists, the meaning has not been conceptually clarified. 
The concept is manipulated to Include utilities of mathematical decision 
theory (Edwards, 1954), fundamental assumptions about the nature of the 
world and man's place in it (Kluckhohn and Strodtbeck, 1961), ultimate 
preferences among life styles (Morris, 1956) and core attitudes or senti­
ments that set priorities among one's preferences and thus give structure 
to life (Allport, 1937). Commenting on this situation. Smith (1969, p. 
95) stated: 
We are embarrassed with a proliferation of concepts 
akin to values: attitudes, and sentiments but also 
interests, preferences, motives, cathexes, valences. 
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The handful of major attempts to study values empiri­
cally has started from different preconceptions and 
has altogether failed to link together to yield a 
domain of cumulative knowledge. 
Observations such as this provide grounds for avoiding the topic entirely. 
But, in any consideration of orientations to life, inçlications of the 
underlying values seem inescapable. Thus, this investigator has sought, 
at least in a small way, to break through this conceptual confusion 
concerning orientation to life, especially from the point of view of 
values. 
Orientations to life are reflected in various types of behavior, and 
the use of value frameworks in the present study represents one type of 
approach to conceptualizing and measuring orientations to life. However, 
other concepts such as attitudes, preferences, needs, motivations, goals 
and life styles could be used to represent orientations to life. Observa­
tions of behaviors representing these concepts could be used as a part of 
measurement strategies. Whatever approach is selected to study orienta­
tions to life, the trichotomous involvement of the affective, cognitive 
and action tendencies of behavior are basic for both the conceptual and 
measurement strategies. 
One of the comparatively recent writers on the subject of values has 
been C. Kluckhohn (1951, p. 395) whose definition of a value has been 
selected for this study. 
A value is a conception, explicit or Implicit, dis­
tinctive of an individual or characteristic of a group, 
of the desirable which Influences the selection from 
available modes, seans, and ends cf acticn. 
That Is, values are conceptions of the desirable that condition selective 
behavior. 
20 
Authors seem to agree that human values may be either implicit or 
explicit and that they are coiiq>rised of three elements of behavior: the 
affective, cognitive and directive. Again, C. Kluckhohn (1951, p. 411) 
has said. 
Value orientations are complex but definitely patterned 
rank-ordered principles, resulting from the transac­
tional Interplay of three analytically distinguishable 
elements of the process—the cognitive, affective, and the 
directive elements—which give order and direction to the 
ever-flowing stream of human acts and thoughts as these 
relate to the solution of 'common human' problems. 
Similarly, according to F. Kluckhohn and Strodtbeck (1961, p. 8), 
There would be no value system which takes human behavior 
out of the realm of the purely instinctual were it not 
for the quite highly developed human capacities for 
intellection and affectivity. 
Further, with respect to value orientations, F. Kluckhohn and Strodtbeck 
(1961, pp. 10-20) delineated five ranges of variability and suggested 
them as a testable conceptualization of the variation in value orienta­
tions . 
Human nature orientation — the comparative degrees of 
Good and Evil.... 
Man-Nature orientation — subjugation to, harmony with 
or mastery over nature.... 
Time orientation — primary focus of past, present or 
future.... 
Activity orientation — preference for Being, Being-in-
becoming, or Doing.... 
Relational orientation — man's relation to other men 
with particular focus on the Lineal, the Collateral, 
or the Individualistic.... 
Thus, a comprehensive study of the value orientations of an individual, 
family, community or nation would require measures of the affective. 
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cognitive and directive behaviors related to each of these categories of 
orientation. 
With respect to the qualities of values, Williams, a sociologist, 
has views concerning the nature and function of values that seem to be 
consistent with those of the Kluckhohns. For exanq>le, he has said (1968, 
p. 283), 
It seems that all values contain some cognitive elements, 
that they have selective or directional quality, and 
that they Involve some affective component as criteria 
for selection in action.... Values nevertheless perform 
as If they constitute grounds for decisions in behavior. 
Men do prefer some things to others. They do select one 
course of action rather than another out of a range of 
possibilities. 
However, his scheme for classifying value orientations is quite different 
from that of F. Kluckhohn and Strodtbeck. In some of his earlier writing, 
Williams (1960) generalized that values In American society could be 
classified into 14 types of orientation: achievement and success, 
activity and work, progress, moral conduct, material comfort, brotherhood, 
efficiency and practicality, equality, freedom, external conformity, 
science and secular rationality, patriotism, democracy and individual 
personality. 
In order to conceptualize values one needs to note not only the defi­
nitions of what values are and how they function, but also what they are 
not. That is, they must be distinguished from other concepts with which 
they are often confused such as needs, attitudes, preferences and style 
of life. 
According to Maslow (1959, p. 123), basic human needs are of five 
types: physiological, safety and security, belonging, esteem and 
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self-actualization. He viewed these needs as deficiencies which must be 
fulfilled In order for the individual to progress from one level to the 
next In a hierarchy toward self-actualization. The present Investigator 
has viewed values as closely associated with needs in that both precede the 
initiation of behavior; values provide direction as well as bases for 
evaluation of degrees of need fulfillment. 
Orientations to life emerge not only from basic needs but also from 
various aspects of the socialization process. Each individual is 
socialized concerning appropriate ways in which need fulfillment may be 
gratified in his cultural milieu. According to Merrill (1961, pp. 152-
153) socialization occurs in four ways: 1) basic disciplines related to 
eating, toileting and emotional control, 2) accepted aspirations, goals 
and values, 3) necessary skills of communication, and 4) appropriate 
social roles in the family group and outside the home. All of these are 
represented to some extent in the context of the present study. 
To a certain degree, each individual's needs and his interactions 
with his social milieu are unique to him as a person. Further, value 
systems and life patterns differ at a given point in time as well as over 
a span of time. Thus, each person develops value orientations and life 
styles that have much in common with his social environment, but at the 
same time he has his own unique values and life patterns. Although a 
person's value hierarchies with respect to given life situations will tend 
to be more like than different from those of his associates, they will 
also have uiilquë quallLléê that are characteristic of him as an individual 
person. 
I 
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In different: kinds of decision-making or problem-solving situations, 
values that are manifest In the choices made by an Individual or group 
tend to be ranked by them In different orders of Importance or hierarchies. 
That Is, achievement and success may have high priority when a choice Is 
made about work while freedom may be of high Importance with respect to 
leisure. These value hierarchies are either Implicit or explicit In 
behavior and are the basic forces that condition an Individual's Interac­
tion with his environment through attitudes, preferences and motivation. 
According to Âllport (1937, p. 805), 
An attitude is a mental and neural state of readiness, 
organized through experience, exerting a direction or 
dynamic influence upon the individual response to all 
objects and situations with which it is related. 
Thus, he conceptualized attitude as being individualized and organized 
through experiences which exert a directive Influence upon the individual's 
response to environmental conditions. 
Krech, Crutchfleld and Ballachey (1962) defined attitude as 
...an enduring system of positive or negative evaluation, 
emotional feeling, and pro or con action tendencies with 
respect to a social object. Attitude consists of these 
comq)onents: belief (cognitive aspect); feeling (a per­
son's emotion); and action tendency (the disposition to 
take action, positive or negative. 
According to Hutcheon (1972, p. 180), human social action is an 
Integral part of a totally interrelated, determined by largely undeter­
mined, universe of matter. In her opinion, values are learned criteria 
that predispose us to act as we do. They emerge from the Inextricably 
intertwined affective and cogiiitive belief ayaCema. ALLltudea are merely 
the surface or more specific manifestations of these underlying values. 
Although a preference Is often mistaken for a value It means simply 
a choice among alternatives. The choice made Is judged as good or bad, 
and the like, by the Individual or group or by one or more external cri­
teria. The results Indicate underlying values of the individual or group. 
Thus, values serve as standards or criteria for choice when two or more 
alternatives are available and are reasonable in relation to the purpose 
involved. Individuals are continually faced with the problem of making 
choices in life according to their value hierarchies. These hierarchies 
differ among individuals and family groups. Thus, the choices they make 
with respect to given types of situations in life also differ and reflect 
variations in their orientations to life. 
Goals, ends and objectives may be used synonymously, according to 
Morell (1969, p. 5). Harriman (1965) viewed goals as the objective for 
which purposeful activity was initiated. Values are not goals (Williams, 
1960, p. 403) , but the value system is the framework against which goals 
and means of achieving these goals are chosen (Beyer, 1959, pp. 4-5). 
They are competitive and complementary, and according to Morell (1969, 
p. 5), "a goal requires an awareness of Its existence as well as the 
desire to achieve it before it is sought by either an individual or 
organization." A change in goals reflects the change in value system. 
The orientations of individuals and families are reflected in their 
life styles. The term, life style, is often used to relate to the specific 
conditions and patterns of living. Max Weber (1946, p. 300), who used the 
term, exprcââéd IC &s dissimilarities In the life cf s grcup thzt ere 
determined chiefly by differences in education. He also said, "The most 
Important source of development of distinct social data is the development 
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of a peculiar style of life Including, particularly, the type of occupation 
pursued." 
Ansbacher (1967, pp. 208-209) said, 
...the concept, life style, has reference to the unifying 
functions of the Individual, to uniqueness, creativity, 
value and goal orientation...and to individuals or groups 
conceived as actively sharing their lives through prefer­
ences and corresponding choices. 
The present investigator was Interested primarily in the study of 
orientations to life of mothers with children in small towns of southwest 
Iowa and in focusing on implications for programs that aim to strengthen 
and reinforce family life through home economics education. 
Literature on life profiles of individuals and groups have indicated 
strategies for conceptualization, measurement and implications to be drawn 
for various kinds of programs. For example, Irelan (1967) reviewed studies 
of low Income families over a number of years. Irelan, along with Besner 
(1967, pp. 7-9), made special references to the life conditions of the 
poor. Both refer to these as life styles and life themes, and contend 
that the anomaly of life at the poverty line spreads the feeling of being 
alienated from society. The helplessness, insecurity and meaninglessness 
of life affect their dally lives. The authors propose that there are 
four distinctive themes peculiar to lower class behavior: fatalism, 
orientation to the present, authoritarianism and concreteness. These 
themes were studied in conjunction with their concern for the lives of 
people in these circumstances. 
Kluckuwhw and Strcdtbsck (1961, p. 26) ccsssntcd thnt ssost /jssricans 
have been unwilling to consider seriously the studies that have described 
and analyzed various aspects of class structure and value orientations. 
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These studies have brought Into the open many of the differences between 
classes In attitudes toward education, assoclatlonal memberships, family 
life, occupational interests, recreational activities and opportunities. 
Accenting the middle class values of mothers, Kohn (.1963) reported that 
the higher the socioeconomic status, the greater the probability that the 
mother will choose consideration, curiosity, self-control and happiness 
as desirable. Further, the marked differences in social classes pointed 
out by him are manifest in middle class values of self-direction, focusing 
on Internal standards of behavior, in contrast with lower class values of 
conformity, focusing on externally imposed rules. 
The crucial problem faced by this investigator was to find means by 
which orientations to life of the individuals Involved may be identified 
and measured. Measurement strategies, so developed, aim at observation 
and evaluation of various manifestations of attitudes, beliefs, values 
and goals of individuals or family groups. From these observations and 
predictions, possible approaches to various problems may be drawn for 
purposes of action programs as well as for research and education. 
Measurement problems Enormous problems are encountered in efforts 
to conceptualize orientations to life as a single concept; therefore, 
measurement strategies also pose difficult problems. In the literature 
perused by this writer, no efforts to identify, conceptualize and measure 
orientations to life as a single concept were found. However, numerous 
attempts have been made to develop measures for related concepts, a few 
of which will be noted briefly. In this study, attempts are made to 
develop a scheme to measure the orientations to life of mothers in fami­
lies of small towns. 
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In a New York state study conducted by Beyer (1959) on "Personal 
Values Related to Housing," attempts were made to discover whether 
different population groups such as rural and urban families would show 
the same patterns of value orientations. The data were collected from 
two field studies. The rural sample Included 700 families and the urban 
sample, 1,000 families. Only the female homemakers' responses were used 
for the study. Nine personal values related to housing were represented in 
the Instrument: family centrlsm, equality, physical health, economy, 
freedom, aesthetics, prestige, mental health and leisure. Guttman's tech­
nique was used for scale analysis. Findings from this study indicated 
that there was considerable consistency in responses within the rural and 
urban groups. However, certain differentiating tendencies were evident. 
For example, rural homemakers were more concerned with physical health, 
while urban women rated mental health relatively higher. 
In an exploratory study, Wllkening (1954) attempted to compare 
results from four different techniques for measuring family values of 170 
farm operators and their wives who lived in one Wisconsin county. This 
study was made to validate various techniques: direct questioning, making 
choices between alternative expenditures of time or money in hypothetical 
situations, verbal ranking of family goals, and analyzing behavioral data 
in the form of material possessions, family expenditures and social 
participation. 
Intensive studies by home economists in relation to values in family 
life appear to be limited in number. Studies at Iowa State University by 
Kohlmann (1961) and Smith (1966) aimed at developing an Instrument to 
Identify personal values related to home and family. Items were formulated 
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to represent eight values: concern for others, economy, education, family 
life, health, work efficiency, friendship and status. Kohlmann (1961) 
administered the forced choice instrument to three groups of homemakers. 
A total of 146 homemakers in two rural groups and one small town group 
responded. Later, Smith (1966) contacted 650 homemakers individually or 
in groups through women's organizations. Smith reported that only two 
scales resulted from the eight categories of values when factor analysis 
was applied to the data. The two value scales were entitled as status 
and family life. Kohlmann and Smith (1970, p. 659) stressed that these 
two scales are not the only measures of an Individual's total value 
system. 
Schlater (1969) of Michigan State University delineated a value 
typology consisting of four types: traditional, social, autonomous and 
change-prone value positions. For each of these 10 relatively specific 
themes were identified that were related to two or more general themes, 
namely: form of response and emphasis. The specific themes were focus 
of functional order, scope of wife's time alternatives, social organization, 
kinship, division of work, material possessions, mobility, control of 
child's behavior, mode of child's control and control of adult son. Beha­
viors amenable to empirical observation and measurement were Identified for 
each of the themes within each of the four types of value orientations. 
The present investigator was unable to find reports of research that 
were focused on measurement of the general concept, orientation to life. 
Therefore, several possible elements cf fazily end cosrsiinlty orlentational 
systems were selected for exploratory study. 
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Casual observations of everyday life Indicate that there are many 
deviations from the central value theme, the so-called "American Creed" 
(F. Kluckhohn and Strodtbeck, 1961, p. 26). The behavior, attitudes and 
actions of some groups seem to be harmoniously attuned to this creed; 
whereas, those of other socioeconomic levels are sometimes off pitch and 
limited In range. Hence, the variations In socioeconomic levels and 
orientations to life may reflect different themes, but all can be 
encompassed within the definition by Kluckhohn, given previously. 
Orientations to life can be viewed as dependent variables Influenced 
by social conditions. Including socioeconomic positions, that condition 
experiences and opportunities available to the Individual and family 
group. 
Associations between Socioeconomic Levels and Orientations to Life 
Although perusal of the literature revealed no evidence of studies 
devoted directly to relationships of the two concepts, many reports were 
found that Involved elements of orientations to life and their associa­
tions with socioeconomic levels. The following review Is limited to 
research that provides evidence of association between certain aspects 
of the two phenomena, when orientation to life is considered with special 
focus on the family, goal-value preferences and community environment. 
Various socioeconomic levels tend to embody many differences in 
situations of life. For example, at the lower levels of social class, 
Eore often than at others i differences occur becatise of frequent experi­
ences with economic insecurity, degradation and overcrowded housing in 
overpopulated and underservlced areas. These represent just a few of 
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the environmental conditions that tend to prevail at the lover levels of 
socioeconomic class. 
According to Kohn (1972), many lower class families transmit to their 
offspring orlentatlonal systems that are too limited and too rigid for 
them to deal effectively with complex changing situations. In his study, 
Kohn (1972, p. 305) generalized that the lower a man's social class posi­
tion, the more likely is his orlentatlonal system to be conservative, 
fearful and distrustful, combined with a fatalistic belief that a person 
is at the mercy of many forces beyond his control. 
Rainwater (1968, p. 241) presented extensive reviews of studies on 
lower class population groups. Based on these studies, he commented: 
All investigators who have studied lower class groups seem 
to come up with findings to the general effect that the 
lower class view involves concepts of the world as a 
hostile and relatively chaotic place in which one has 
always to be on guard, a place in which one must be care­
ful about trusting others. 
However, some social scientists are of the opinion that negative orienta­
tions to life are not limited to only lower class groups, that they may 
also be characteristic of higher social classes (Miller, 1964; Rodman, 
1963). Other researchers believe that the people at the bottom of the 
class hierarchy tend to be insufficiently educated and to be employed at 
routine jobs with close supervision. These conditions, according to Kohn 
(1969, ch. 9 and 10) narrow a person's conception of social reality and 
reduce his sense of personal efficiency. 
Participant observation studies of lower socioeconomic groups 
(Llebow, 1967; Whyte, 1943) have made it vividly apparent that, in an 
environment where one may be subject to diverse and often unpredictable 
31 
risks of exploitation and victimization, this self-directed stance serves 
other functions. It provides a defensive strategy for people who really 
are vulnerable to forces that are beyond their control. 
In Merton's (1949) well-recognized paper on social structure and 
anomie, deviant behavior Is analyzed as a phenomenon concentrated in 
certain strata, emerging out of strains that differentially burden those 
In the lower social structure. For example, one type of deviance is 
hypothesized as resulting from the frustration of the lower class to 
achieve the total of economic success because access to the means for 
success is less available to them. As commented by Merton (1949, p. 148), 
"this syndrome of lofty aspirations and limited realistic opportunities 
...is precisely the pattern which invites deviant behavior." 
Merton's analysis assumes that the cultural goals of success are in 
actuality internalized by the lower class. At a given point in time, an 
individual is frustrated in achieving his goal because of limited access 
to means. He will experience the Incident as frustration whether or not 
he realizes that means are beyond his grasp. 
Orientations to life not only exert influence but, in turn, are 
influenced by goals and values regarding work and education. These goals 
and values are partly indicative of patterns of living and are basic to 
changes In levels of living of the families. Goal achievement is 
dependent on possession of necessary abilities and motivations. Consistent 
with this statement is Hyman's (1966, p. 490) comment that ability is 
limited by socially imposed barriers to training and lack of channels to 
given types of positions. Ability may also be retarded by lack of striving 
to get training which is Instrumental to economic advancement. As he 
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describes the value systems of different classes, Hyman comments that 
values and beliefs within lover classes reduce the very voluntary actions 
which would ameliorate their position In the class hierarchy. Their views, 
actions and outlooks concerning various conditions are Influenced by 
social class. 
According to Clifford and Davis (1972, p. 234), socioeconomic status 
plus residential background produce value orientations and family struc­
ture. The term, family structure, according to these authors, refers to 
communication patterns, decision making and patterns of sharing activities 
to be selected and sorted on the basis of how well they jibe In the social 
system. They also conclude that upward mobility is not only possible, but 
is encouraged since the effectiveness of the social system depends in part 
upon the Judicious utilization of all resources. Hence, the principle of 
meritocracy helps to explain low economic status as the natural result of 
personal inadequacy or inferiority. The lower class orlentatlonal system, 
molded by actual conditions such as being attuned to occupational demands 
that people in lower socioeconomic hierarchies must meet, forces them to 
take a self-directed stance which may bring few rewards. 
Frustrations resulting from continuous failures to achieve success 
often produce a state of anomle or relative normlessness. In 1953, 
Wendell (1957) conducted a study on anomle and social structure In four 
tracts of neighborhoods in San Francisco. She interviewed 701 men over 
age 21, selected by probability area sampling. She found that tendencies 
toward aaomle were Inversely related tc eccnosdc statue and social isola­
tion. Wendell (1957, pp. 114-115) commented that her findings were 
consistent with that of Srole (1956) and supported Merton's (1949) 
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contention that differential access to economic goals combined with a 
generally uniform expectation for economic success will result in anomie 
among persons with least opportunity to achieve success. 
Nelsen and Frost (1971), in a study of attitudes toward education of 
adults in Southern Appalachia, concluded that respondents in rural areas 
were more anomie than their urban counterparts. Further, they found that 
anomie and views concerning the Importance of education were positively 
associated; that is, those who were more anomie also tended to value 
education. Because of these results the authors recommended increases 
in educational opportunities in the J^ ppalachia area. 
With, reference to informal participation patterns, results from 
several studies revealed tendencies of lower class families to identify 
more frequently with kinfolk than do other families. Cohen and Hodges 
(1963, pp. 303-334) reported that lower class persons interact more with 
their kin than with others outside the immediate family group. Their 
results indicated that the lower socioeconomic groups receive substan­
tially more help from relatives than middle and upper class families. 
Several studies suggested that the urban blue-collar family displayed 
a high degree of role segmentation and a tendency to identify with friends 
and relatives (Gans, 1962; Rainwater et al.. 1959; Miller and Riessman, 
1964). The degree of kinship ties of families of varying socioeconomic 
levels indicated that the working class had closer kin ties than do those 
of the middle class (Bott, 1957; Young and Willmott, 1962; Komarovslqr, 
1962). Brsbsk and Boggs (1968; pp, 663-451) studied family behavior in 
a flood situation and found that the middle class group least often 
evacuated to homes of relatives, preferring friends and other contacts. 
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Knupfer (1947, pp. 103-114) reported that dominance of the upper class 
in formal organizational life of the community is evident. Similarly, 
Komarovsky (1962) found that 25 percent of those in upper classes belonged 
to three or more organizations as compared to less than two percent in the 
lower class. The findings of Mather (1941) indicated that 72.5 percent 
among the upper class belonged to more than one type of organization as 
compared to 34.4 percent of the lower class. Warner and Lunt (1941, p. 
336) summarized this relationship in their Yankee City study as follows: 
As the class rank increases, the proportion of its members 
who belong to associations also increases, and as the 
position of a class decreases the percentage of those who 
belong to associations decreases. 
As for leadership in organizations, Warner and Lunt (1941, p. 336) stated 
that upper classes are more active in associational structures within the 
limits of their size than any others, thus dominating the direction and 
activities of the organization from the vantage point of the office held. 
A review of a decade of research on parent-child relationships 
(Walters and Stinnett, 1971) indicated that basic differences exist in 
parent-child relationships according to social class which, in turn, 
reflect different living conditions. The studies generally indicated 
that middle class parents tend to be more supportive and controlling of 
their children, and they are more likely to discipline their children by 
utilizing reason and appeals to guilt and are less likely to use physical 
punishment than the lower class parents. Differential treatment of male 
and female children seems to occur primarily among lower class families. 
In the extensive research reviewed by the authors, studies on the parent-
child relationships among upper class families were small In number. 
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As Kohn (.1963) interpreted the effects of social class upon parent-
child relationships, he noted that middle class parental values differ 
from those of working class parents. Differences between them are due to 
the variety of basic life conditions. These conditions have Important 
consequences for their relationships with children. 
Bronfenbrenner (1961) reported that it is primarily at lower class 
levels that boys get more punishment than girls. With increase in social 
position of the family, direct discipline drops off for boys, girls get 
greater warmth and attention, and Indulgence and protection for the girl 
decrease. 
The socialization process of families differed according to social 
class. In a study by Kohn and Caroll (1960) regarding this process, 
findings indicated that middle class parents regard it primarily important 
that the child be able to decide for himself how to act on his decisions. 
To working class parents it is Important that the child act reputably and 
not break proper rules. 
Several studies were related to value differentiations among social 
classes. In 1968, Rokeach and Parker (1970, pp. 97-111) constructed and 
administered a value survey instrument to an area probability sample of 
1,400 Americans over 21 years of age. This study was for the National 
Opinion Research Center (NORC) at the University of Chicago. In this 
study, Rokeach and Parker (1970) proposed that it would be more accurate to 
speak of variations in value systems within specific levels of status. 
Tliey stated thst their date did not support the widely held belief that 
the culture of the poor is characterized by present-oriented, hedonistic 
values. The idea that the poor value immediate gratification more than 
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the rich failed to receive support from the NORC data when income was 
used as an index of status. No indication of significant difference was 
revealed between levels of income in terms of degree of self-control 
exercised. 
When Rokeach and Parker (1970) used education as an index of status, 
they found that 25 of 36 values in the Inventory distinguished signifi­
cantly among seven groups of respondents varying in educational level. 
These values delineated differences between being poor and rich, uneducated 
and educated, and the like, in American society. They contended that there 
are specific values that differentiate and those that do not. 
Results achieved by Rokeach and Parker supported the generalization 
that persons of low status, in contrast to those of high status, are more 
religious, more conformist, less concerned with responsibility, more 
involved with friendships, and less concerned with competence and self-
actualization. However, their data did not support the generalization 
that values of the poor differ considerably from those of the affluent 
segments of the society. They rejected Moynihan's (1967) position that 
social policy for alleviating poverty among blacks should be predicated 
on the conclusion that blacks are culturally different from whites. In 
their opinion, the persisting situations of deprivation to which blacks 
have been exposed probably contribute to differences that do exist. In 
conclusion, Rokeach and Parker (1970, p. Ill) said. 
The extent and nature of such differences are not 
well-known and bear further investigation. Based 
on vhit is kncjn at this point^  It *?ould be unfortu­
nate if social policy now were predicated on the 
idea that there are substantial cultural differences 
between Negroes and whites. 
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Rodman (1963, pp. 205-215) expressed concezti with various conclusions 
drawn from research about the nature of values held by members of the lower 
class and whether a society Is based upon a common or class differentiated 
value system. He developed the concept of "value stretch," a circumstance 
in which a lower class person, without abandoning the general values of the 
society, developed an alternative set of values. These alternative values 
permit lower class persons to interact with each other and to face similar 
problems. Rodman stated that they do not maintain a strong commitment to 
middle class values that they cannot attain, and they do not continue to 
respond to others in a rewarding or punishing way simply on the basis of 
whether these others are living up to middle class values. They come to 
tolerate, and eventually to evaluate favorably, certain deviations from 
the middle class values. 
Besner (1967, p. 15) urged that the entire situation of the poor must 
be considered if any part of it is to be changed. As a social worker, his 
judgments result from considerable experience with realistic circumstances 
of poor people. He stressed the following view: 
The elemental place of the family in every person's life 
and the primacy of its influence make it a factor to be 
reckoned with in any effort at long-term change, either 
in society or in the individual. 
In addition to the various influences of the individual's family environ­
ment, other circumstances probably contribute to differences in affective, 
cognitive and motivational orientations to life. To determine the nature 
of some of these orientations in different social class situations is the 
central objective of the present study. 
From the foregoing extensive review of literature, numerous variables 
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emerged that were relevant for the present Investigation. With respect to 
socioeconomic levels, the following potential variables were Identified: 
money Income, education, occupational type, working conditions, residential 
quality of the community, housing of the family, community services, 
freedom of opportunity, and atmosphere of respect versus degradation. 
Orientations to life have often been characterized by the degree to 
which Individuals or family groups tend to exhibit qualities of conserva­
tism, conformity and rigidity; Insecurity, fearfulness, distrust, fatalism, 
defenslveness or hostility; Inefflcacy; negativism; deviance or anomle 
arising from frustration; low concern with responsibility, competence and 
self-actualization; religiosity; strong kin Identification; sex role 
differentiation; unique parental attitudes on child-rearing; and communica­
tion, decision making and role patterns. 
Some of the associations between socioeconomic levels and orientations 
to life that were revealed in the reviewed literature are listed below. 
1. Families in lower socioeconomic levels tend to: 
a. favor rigid, authoritarian discipline for children, and 
enforce conformity and obedience to rules 
b. exhibit frustration, lack of control, distrust and suspicion 
of others 
c. experience a sense of powerlessness and feelings of anomle 
d. be concerned primarily with circumstances of the present 
and think mainly in concrete terms. 
2. Families in relatively higher socioeconomic levels téiid Lûi 
a. favor permissiveness, flexibility and equalltarianism in 
child-rearing 
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b. encourage judiciousness and self-dlrectlon In decision making 
c. be relatively less anonlc and frustrated 
d. be more often oriented to the future and to abstract thinking. 
Conclusions concerning these attributes have emerged from several types of 
studies and for a variety of populations. No studies were found that dealt 
specifically with the measurement and relationships of socioeconomic levels 
and orientations to life In small towns of Iowa. Information of this type 
concerning Iowa families could be helpful to many groups who are responsible 
for policy making and program planning to Improve the opportunities of small 
town people for family and community development. 
Relevance of Socioeconomic Levels and Orientations to Life 
for Adult Education in Home Economics 
Adult education in any program is voluntary, depending primarily on 
the adults' social, psychological and educational needs. In his paper, 
Blakely (1971, p. 16) stressed the goal of adult education as lifelong 
learning individually as well as collectively. 
Program planning for adult education may be conditioned in various 
ways by information available concerning orientations to life of prospective 
students from families who differ by socioeconomic level. Such information 
may be useful for dimensions of program development such as recruitment for 
participation, curriculum planning and preparation of teachers. Search of 
the literature has Indicated that adults belonging to low socioeconomic 
levels are less motivated to participate in adult education programs 
(Johnstone and Rivera, 1965; Verner and Newsberry, 1965; Miller, 1967; 
London, 1970). Hence, implications and recommendations of the findings 
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from the present study will be limited to recruitment for participation 
and maintenance of attendance in adult education for homemaklng. 
Families and schools, along with other social institutions, are 
involved in achieving diffusion of knowledge and adoption of practices 
that relate to orientations to life. As adoption and diffusion take 
place, changes occur either implicitly or explicitly in patterns of 
feeling, thinking and acting in relation to one's environment. Potential 
participation in adult education in home economics is an aspect of this 
environment. Search of the literature has revealed studies related to 
factors that encourage or inhibit participation by women in adult educa­
tion. Some of these factors are age, sex, residential area, religion, 
marital status, education, occupation. Income, social class and orienta­
tions to life. 
Since adult education is a voluntary activity, the decision to 
participate or not is motivated by various psycho-social and educational 
needs. Miller's (1967) frame of reference was Kurt Lewln's force field 
analysis. Miller interpreted the suggestion by Lewln that participation 
be considered as an equilibrium that results from numerous decisions of 
a number of Individuals. This equilibrium was considered as the outcome 
of positive and negative Interaction between psychological and situational 
forces in the environment. Thus, Miller contends that this theory provides 
the adult educators a useful tool to identify important variables in 
participative behavior. In addition, the theory helps educators to esti­
mate what changed have Co be broughc about in these fcrcss In crdcr tc be 
able to bring about changes In the present equilibrium of adults. 
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Certain preliminary assumptions by Miller (1967, pp. 3-4) are relevant 
for the socioeconomic and orlentatlon-to-llfe aspects of the present study. 
His assumptions were: 
1. The learner's willingness to undertake the activity demonstrates 
some personal need. 
2. Personal needs do not operate In a vacuum but are shaped, 
conditioned and channeled by social structures and forces of 
human society to which each individual is bom. 
3. One can expect to find patterns of interaction between personal 
needs and social forces, thus: 
a. when strong social forces and strong personal needs move 
people toward a particular educational objective, the con­
gruence should result in a high level of participation 
related to that objective. 
b. when strong personal needs among a group of persons move 
them toward a particular educational objective, but there 
are no supporting or facilitating forces, the participation 
level will be low generally, but erratically and spottlly 
high. 
c. when personal needs in a particular group are weak, but 
social forces are strong, participation originally will be 
fairly high but may drop after an initial period. 
d. when personal needs and social forces conflict, the particl-
paLloa level will depeiid on. the strength sf the scclal force 
In a given situation, but there will be a considerable amount 
of tension within the program itself. 
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Miller's Interpretation of personal needs was based on Maslow's 
theoretical hierarchy of human needs. Miller drew attention to three 
aspects of social forces which Influence personal needs : social class 
value systems, technological change and assoclatlonal structures. He 
focused on social class value systems, and considered the other two forces 
as factors that affect these systems. 
Variations In patterns of living produce differential desires In 
individuals. The degree to which Individuals or groups experience social, 
psychological and economic deprivation has direct impact on their orienta­
tions to life. In his study of the influence of social class behavior on 
adult education, London (1970, p. 143) emphasized the Importance of educa­
tion for adults as follows: 
The role of education in detemining one's life choices 
and opportunities has Increased its Importance in our 
mass industrial society. Now, a drop-out from school 
becomes a drop-out from society, and the crucial roles 
of formal education as the centrifying and selecting 
agency of our manpower resources emphasizes its growing 
Importance. 
In his analytical survey, London studied matched groups of adult males 
belonging to middle and working classes in a city of California. He 
found (1970, p. 147) that having liked school during one's student days 
and having wanted to continue schooling were positively associated with 
participation. However, scholastic performance was not associated with 
participation. Being "bothered" by lack of education was strongly 
related to wishing to participate in adult education, but was only slightly 
r£j.atcu to sctua^ . psrt^ cipst^ cn. 
Nonparticlpation by manual workers may result from misconceptions 
about adult education. Some of the reasons for nonparticlpation given by 
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London (1970, p. 148) were:- "I am not the bookish type," "I am probably 
too old to go back to school," and "I would feel kind of childish going out 
to school classes at nl^ t." These response patterns Indicated that 
working class men tend, more than others, to view education as an activity 
for children and adolescents and not for adults. Moreover, they find out 
about adult education offerings from personal friends who are less likely 
to have adequate Information about existing opportunities. 
In his study of West Enders In Boston, Cans (1962) related socio­
economic levels to value orientations. Miller (1967) summarized this work 
by Cans by saying that the lower class Is hostile to education because It 
conflicts with basic values arising out of their position In the class 
hierarchy. Unstable work and family life encourage action and excitement, 
a belief In luck and fate, and an absorption In the Immediate present. To 
these value themes, education Is Inimical because It requires a strong 
belief In future orientation and giving up of present gratification. 
Participation of adults in educational programs Is both stimulus for 
motivation for learning and a major method of learning. Blakely (1971, 
p. 13) commented that In a world of quickening change the static notion 
of education as knowledge is impractical; only the dynamic idea of the 
process of knowing is appropriate. Changes in the environment, 
specifically, dynamic technological changes, have exerted a strong 
Influence on the political, economic, social and educational institutions. 
Consistent with this view, Venn (1964, p. 1) expressed that: 
... Léchriûlûgy hôô created a new relationship bctveer. s»n, 
his education, and his work, in which education is 
placed squarely between man and his work. Although this 
relationship has traditionally held for some men and 
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some work..., modem technology has advanced to the 
point where the relationship may now be said to exist for 
all men and for all work. 
Hence, the impinging forces of technology are immediate in importance and 
national in scope, thus posing serious consequences for the economic, 
social and physical life of man. 
Individuals and groups who differ in orientations to life tend to 
have various reasons for participation in adult education. These reasons 
may be positive or negative, as some individuals may have definite reasons 
for attending adult education classes while others have equally definite 
reasons for not attending. Some findings from two studies are reported 
next, one focusing on reasons for attending adult education classes, the 
other related to reasons for nonattendance. 
Chadderdon and Lyle (1955) conducted a study on reasons given by women 
of Iowa for attending homemaking classes in towns of less than 50,000 popu­
lation. Their sample consisted of 1,358 women under 46 years of age. Data 
were collected by mailing questionnaires to the Instructors of adult 
education programs, to be filled out by women attending classes. Fifty-
five towns, drawn in the two samples (1949-50 and 1950-51) were classified 
into three groups according to population: 1) less than 2,500, 2) 2,500 to 
2,999, and 3) 7,000 to 49,999 population. The present investigator was 
interested in the first group and has focused primarily on findings 
related to women attending adult education classes in small towns. 
Thirty-three towns were included in the study by Chadderdon and Lyle 
(1955, p. 84); the number of adult education classes held was 35. These 
investigators reported that women attended adult education classes for 10 
reasons as follows: 
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I want to associate with types of people I know 
attend. 
The up and coming women In this community attend 
these classes. 
Many of my friends were going and I wanted to be 
with them. 
I wanted a chance to make some friends. 
Taking this course would help me to do more for 
children In the community. 
I thought the community might be Improved If there 
were classes like this. 
I am attending to help maintain the class. 
I want to see that consumer's interests are protected. 
I wanted to fill in ny spare time. 
I wanted the chance to do things I never seem to have 
time to do at home. 
The findings of this study Indicated that women in towns of less than 
2,500 population were more likely than those in larger tcwns and cities 
to be motivated to attend because of 1) desire for status and social 
contacts, and 2) concern for improving family life and for community 
welfare. 
With respect to reasons given by women for nonpartlcipation in 
adult education, Hansen (1950) interviewed 79 women In the Beardshear 
School of Ames, Iowa. Reasons given by respondents for not attending 
adult education programs were inconvenience, content of the course 
offerings, and psychological and physiological conditions of the 
respoAÙëriud. 
Kreutzkampf (1970) also studied reasons women do not attend adult 
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homemaklng classes In small towns in Iowa. A town of less than 2,500 
population and three urban places of 5,000, 7,500 and 10,000 population 
were selected in the western part of Iowa. Her findings indicated that 
age was a significant source of variance at the .01 level for clusters 
dealing with 1) age related feelings about attending adult homemaklng 
classes, and 2) family responsibilities and children's reactions. Responses 
on a cluster related to employment and other activities outside the home 
significantly varied with age at the .05 level. She also found signifi­
cant variation at the .01 level between families of different Incomes on 
clusters dealing with 1) age related feelings about attending adult home-
making classes, and 2) personal and social reasons. Kreutzkampf (1970, 
pp. 60-61) reported the three most important reasons for not attending 
adult education classes as follows: 
Topics offered did not interest me. 
I would rather do other things than attend adult 
classes in homemaklng. 
The time of meetings was Inconvenient. 
In their national NORC study, volunteers for learning, Johnstone and 
Rivera (1965, pp. 214-222) identified nine specific barriers to participa­
tion in adult education: 
Cannot afford it. 
Too busy. 
Too tired at night. 
Hard to get out of the house at night. 
Do not know of the available courses. 
Am not the studying type. 
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Courses do not sound Interesting. 
Feel too old to learn. 
Would feel childish. 
Do not need classes. 
In the studies conducted by Johnstone and Rivera (1965), Hansen (1950) 
and Kreutzkamp (1970), constant references were made to the psychological, 
physiological and personal conditions given as reasons for nonpartlclpa-
tlon In adult education programs in home economics. To these can be added 
the feelings of alienation, anomie and lack of interest which also inhibit 
participation of adults in educational programs. With reference to these 
latter conditions. Miller (1967, p. 10) stated: 
Life is perceived largely in terms of 'them' against 
'us' and Involved a wholesale rejection of the 
objective orientation of middle class life, its 
tendency to regard as Important such abstractions as 
'career', 'justice', 'truth', 'community', and 'the 
good of the organization.' 
Here, adult education is one of the means to advance and achieve various 
goals in life. 
The Influence of education is noticeable in the research report by 
Bamett (1971, pp. 127-134). From his study of women aged 18 years or 
older, living in a city-owned, limited Income housing project in Arizona, 
he reported (1971, p. 129) a mean anomie score of 2.05 among respondents with 
no more than a high school diploma and among respondents with at least some 
post high school training, the mean anomie score was 1.24. The t-test 
yielded a value of 2.91 which was significant at the .01 level (df = 129). 
Thus, higher education was associated with lower anomie. Those with lower 
levels of education were more prone to be anomie. He concluded that higher 
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education was associated with higher achievement values than an education 
of no more than high school. 
In conclusion, Barnett (1971, p. 132) reported that Income failed to 
show an association with anomle and achievement value scales, but was 
significantly associated with education at the .02 level. The finding 
that education was correlated with both anomle and achievement values 
indicated that income could now be considered as a dependent variable 
along with anomle and achievement values. 
These studies indicated that education is an important variable in 
promoting participation of adults when their socioeconomic levels and 
orientations to life are revealed. In addition to anomle, feelings of 
alienation would pose serious hindrance to participation of adults in 
educational programs. 
Dickinson (1970, pp. 3-13) conducted a study to find out the degree 
of alienation among rural adults of low educational attainment. His main 
objective was to identify socioeconomic characteristics of rural adults 
that differentiated among them with respect to alienation. Structured 
interviews were conducted with a sample of 293 heads of households in 
British Columbia. With special reference to educational levels, he 
commented : 
A lack of education often leads to failure in achieving 
economic success which may in turn produce a feeling of 
alienation from society. By raising the level of edu­
cation of an adult his chances for economic success are 
enhanced and he may consequently come to Identify more 
closely with values and goals of society. It is Important 
therefore to be able to idencify thoâé who are zest and 
least amenable to attitude and value change when extend­
ing literacy and basic education programs to educationally 
disadvantaged adults. 
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The findings of Dickinson's study of rural adults In British Columbia 
Indicated that educational attainment Is Inversely related to alienation. 
Hl^ er alienation scores were reported by the nonfarm than by the farm 
respondents. These findings revealed that the lower the education of an 
individual, the more he felt estranged and isolated from the social context 
in which he operated. 
As a result of this study, Dickinson (1970, p. 11) offered the follow­
ing clues for reaching educationally disadvantaged rural adults with pro­
grams oriented to literacy and basic education. The group most amenable 
to such programs would seem to be the "low alienated," as they are able to 
learn new material more easily than the "high alienated." Their value 
orientations would not appear to be incongruent with those of society. 
Thus, adult education is likely to be perceived as a means of achieving 
success goals by this group. A difficult challenge is prescribed by the 
more alienated rural adults who may not perceive adult education as a means 
of achieving success ; in fact, they may despair of ever achieving success. 
Brunner et al. (1959, p. 96), in their review of research on partici­
pation in adult education, made the following generalizations : 
As one's education Increases so does his participation. 
Occupation appears to be related to participation. 
The higher the income the more likely a person is to 
participate in educational activities. 
Participation decreases with age. 
These conclusions were supported by the later research of Johnstone and 
Rivera (1965). 
Motivation of adults to participate in educational programs poses a 
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big challenge to adult educators. As expressed by Blakely (1971, p. 16), 
Education, particularly adult education, must help 
people In the discovery of meanings. In the creation 
of values. In the setting of goals. In the achieve­
ment of objectives, in the realization of purposes — 
people In their private and public lives. 
To this effect and as a result of their studies, various Investigators have 
offered suggestions to program planners in adult education. 
Kreutzkampf (1970) emphasized in her study that, with more money, one 
has a stronger sense of community responsibility and more time to be active 
in organized affairs of the community. In summarizing her results she indi­
cated that women have definite psychological feelings about adult homemaking 
classes. The fact that topics offered did not interest them seems to be a 
common concern. People must be motivated to put forth the effort to attend 
classes. Involvement of the people in planning programs seems to be the 
best way to get subjects of interest to participants. 
Chadderdon and Lyle (1955, p. 3), in one of their suggestions for 
program planners, stated: 
Concern about community improvement was also shown by 
the greater importance attributed by women in small 
towns to class attendance as a means of becoming able 
to do core for children in the community. When the 
objectives of the class lend themselves to community 
improvement from the standpoint of doing more for the 
children, this aspect could be stressed in the pub­
licity used for adult classes. 
This recommendation indicated that courses involving various aspects of 
orientations to life in family life education be stressed. 
In developing and using evaluative criteria for adult education in 
homemaking. Ford (1949) made three suggestions for strengthening the 
program: 1) plan cooperatively with other community agencies concerned 
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with home and family life, 2) use many media for Informing the public of 
activities and give emphasis to informational techniques of contacting 
adults, and 3) make it convenient for and encourage regular participation 
at meetings. 
Even though the studies by Chadderdon and Lyle (1955), Hansen (1950), 
and Ford (1949) reviewed in this section are old, they provide clues to 
factors to be considered in encouraging participation in adult education. 
From the literature reviewed, it is apparent that variability in 
patterns of participation of adults in small rural towns is influenced by 
socioeconomic conditions and varying orientations to life. In addition, 
studies reviewed have Indicated that adults belonging to the low socio­
economic level have tended to participate less in adult education programs. 
In order to enlist and hold adult groups, the program planners should 
consider the varying socioeconomic backgrounds and their orientations to 
life in order to be able to formulate effective behavioral objectives of 
the program. According to Brunner et jd. (1959) research is needed to 
help determine whether the varying kinds and degrees of participation in 
adult education is Influenced by some system of priorities or values 
inherent in their manifold relationships with environmental forces. 
As participation by adults is selective, what are the bases for 
selection among various groups of adults? Information concerning orienta­
tions to life of women In small towns of southwest Iowa, who differ in 
their socioeconomic conditions, would be helpful In motivating effective 
pafticlpaClon of adults, specifically of those adults who belong to the 
lower level of the socioeconomic hierarchy. 
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FRAMEWORK OF THE STUDY 
Data available to the present investigator offered opportunities to 
explore possibilities of developing scales for measuring socioeconomic 
level and orientations to life of mothers in small towns in southwest 
Iowa. If single or multiple scales could be synthesized for measuring 
these concepts, then the nature and extent of the association among the 
concepts could also be tested. 
As a contribution to an interregional project (NC-90) on which 13 
state experiment stations were cooperating, usable interview records were 
obtained from 185 households for Iowa Project 1726. These represented a 
random sample of small town families in southwest Iowa in which a mother 
was present and one or more children under the age of 18 were living in 
the home. From the available data, empirical variables were selected 
that appeared to have relevance for developing scales to measure socio­
economic level and mothers' orientations to life. Certain demographic 
characteristics also were selected because of their potential effects as 
intervening variables. 
Objectives 
The objectives of this study were as follows: 
1. To develop indicants and measures of variables: 
a. socioeconomic level 
b. orientations to life 
2. To determine associations between socioeconomic levels of the 
families and mothers' orientations to life 
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3. To Investigate the degree of relationship between socioeconomic 
level and orientations to life when controlled by demographic 
characteris tics 
4. To prepare recommendations for: 
a. facilitating participation in adult education in home 
economics 
b. further research on measurement of socioeconomic level 
and orientations to life. 
Two-variable and three-variable hypotheses were developed to examine 
relationships between independent, dependent and intervening variables. 
Several assumptions and limitations served to characterize and delineate 
the framework of the study. Empirical measures are identified in reports 
of findings. 
Variables 
From the literature reviewed, it was apparent that the indicants used 
most frequently to represent socioeconomic level were education and type 
of occupation of the household head, along with money Income. A few of 
the researchers. Including Holllngshead (1957) and Warner et al. (1960), 
had used certain aspects of housing. Scores for community participation 
could be considered as a variable for orientation to life, but since 
Sewell (1940) had used community participation in his scale for socio­
economic status, it was selected as a potential variable for socioeconomic 
level. The five dimensions of socioeconomic level considered in the 
present study and the variables for orientations to life and demographic 
data are listed below. 
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General concepts and dimensions 
Socioeconomic level: 
Income 
Education 
Occupation 
Housing 
Community participation 
Orientation to life: 
Family orientation 
Community orientation 
Goal-value orientation 
Indicants to be selected 
Amount of money Income 
Income adequacy Index 
Years of schooling completed 
Occupational type of main earner 
Quality of housing assessed by 
interviewer 
Respondent's evaluation of her 
family's housing 
Extent of participation by 
respondent, husband, or both 
Family coheslveness 
Child rearing attitudes 
Marital satisfaction 
Social mobility 
Kinship 
Community appraisal 
Neighboring practices 
Anomle 
Abstractness...concreteness 
Education 
Employment 
Control...fatalism 
Education 
Employment 
Equalitarian...authoritarian 
Education 
Employment 
Integration...alienation 
Education 
Employment 
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Demographic characteristics : 
Family size 
Age of respondent 
Age of oldest minor child In household 
Respondent's enqployment status and earning level 
Assumptions 
The assumptions of the study were as follows : 
1. Stratification of the population by socioeconomic levels does 
exist In small towns of southwest Iowa. 
2. The random sample selected for the study was adequately repre­
sentative of the families of the area who had children under 18 
years of age. 
3. The Instruments used to obtain data, as well as procedures of the 
Interviewers and evaluators, yielded valid Information. 
4. Socioeconomic levels of families can be determined by a few 
general characteristics as represented by selected Indicators. 
5. Mothers' orientations to life can be determined by statements 
that tend to group and represent particular Indicators of 
orientation. 
6. Statistical techniques are available by which characteristics 
symbolic of socioeconomic level and mothers' orientations to 
life can be combined and scaled as valid and reliable measures 
of Lhéâé gênerai conceptâ. 
7. Scales for socioeconomic level and orientations to life do become 
obsolete but usually at a relatively slow rate. 
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Hypotheses 
Only general hypotheses could be stated In the original framework of 
the study because statements of secondary and empirical hypotheses depended 
on results of efforts to develop scales for the two major concepts. 
Therefore, the more specific hypotheses are stated in the report of 
findings. The general hypotheses were: 
1. The composite dimensions of socioeconomic level comprise a 
unidlmensional scale. 
2. The composite dimensions of mothers' orientations to life 
comprise a unldimenslonal scale. 
3. Scales for socioeconomic level and mothers' orientations to 
life are significantly associated. 
4. Demographic characteristics contribute to the associations 
between socioeconomic level and orientations to life. 
Limitations 
The limitations were: 
1. The 8aiiq>le does not represent types of households that also 
comprise small town populations such as the elderly, and parents 
without children. Therefore, inferences from this study must be 
limited to families of southwest Iowa with female homemakers and 
one or more minor children present in the home. 
2. Data for the study were obtained from mothers only and may be 
biased due to their role positions in their families and to other 
factors. The extent to which their answers were similar to what 
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would have been obtained from husbands and teen-age children is 
not known. 
The available data were useful but less adequate than those that 
might have been obtained especially for the objectives of the 
present study. 
Definitions 
Socioeconomic level is the relative position of a family in an 
objective hierarchy designated by considering a combination of 
relevant sociological and economic status characteristics. 
Orientations to life refers to an individual's Inherent values, 
attitudes and judgments that are manifest in various behavioral 
patterns in an individual's life. 
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PROCEDURE 
The research procedures presented in this dissertation Include the 
data available, population and sample. Instruments used, as well as collec­
tion and processing of data. In addition, the various statistical methods 
used In the analyses of the data are reported. 
Evolvement of Data 
Data available 
Data used for the present study have been obtained In personal Inter­
views with the female homemakers, usually the mother. In 185 households of 
southwest Iowa. The sample had been drawn by Harold Baker of the Survey 
Division in the Iowa State University Statistical Laboratory. It was one 
of four comparable samples drawn for contiguous corners of Iowa, Kansas, 
Missouri and Nebraska, all of which had been selected for the NC-90 
cooperative study of Factors Associated with Patterns of Living of Dis­
advantaged Families^ . 
Population and sample 
For the southwest Iowa sample, eight towns were selected at random 
from a list of 18 small places with populations between 1,000 and 2,500 in 
13 counties. In each of these places, street segments were drawn at 
random with a sampling rate estimated to yield approximately 200 inter­
views. Maps were prepared to designate the dwellings to be contacted 
Publication of the first regional report of this study is scheduled 
for 1973. 
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within each of these segments. A family was eligible for an interview 
only if it contained a female homemaker under 65 years of age and one or 
more children under 18 years of age. If no one was at home on the first 
call, interviewers made at least two additional efforts to complete a 
contact. 
Instruments used 
The forms used to obtain data during the interviews were of two types: 
(a) a 28 page basic instrument prepared by NC-90 committee members and used 
by them for data collection in samples of varying types within the 13 
cooperating states, and (b) an 11 page supplement on community opportuni­
ties and housing that had been prepared by researchers in the Family 
Environment Department, Iowa State University. Detailed sets of instruc­
tions for using these instruments were prepared for the training and 
guidance of interviewers. For the present study, relevant data were 
selected from those obtained by administration of these two interview 
instruments. 
Collection and processing of data 
The Survey Division of the Statistical Laboratory supervised the data 
collection, with Mrs. Hazel Cook in charge. She employed eight women as 
interviewers, most of whom had been employed by her previously for inter­
viewing on other studies. A two day training session was held in Red Oak, 
Iowa in June, 1970. Mrs. Cook conducted the training for the record 
keeping oi'id business âspcctô of the study. Sr. Margaret I. Listen, the 
project leader, interpreted the nature and purpose of the study and helped 
the women to become familiar with the interview instruments. Dr. Roy 
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Hickman of the Survey Division explained use of the maps to locate house­
holds, and pointed out guidelines for effective Interviewing. After this 
training session, each interviewer made one or two practice interviews and 
mailed them to Mrs. Cook to be checked. In turn, by phone and by personal 
visitation, she answered their questions, helped to clear up misunderstand­
ings concerning completion of the interview forms, and checked to be sure 
they were following directions for locating households to be contacted for 
the sample. 
When all households in the sample had been contacted and interviews 
had been completed with households that were eligible and willing to 
cooperate, only 141 records had been obtained. Since approximately 200 
records were desired, a supplemental sample of segments was drawn at random 
by Harold Baker and the number of usable records was Increased to 185. In 
Table 1 an accountability report for households in segments selected for 
the original and supplemental samples is presented. Of the 851 households 
in the samples drawn from the eight towns, 25.8 percent were eligible for 
Interviews, and the 185 records obtained comprised 21.7 percent of all 
households. 
When the interviewing was completed and the records were checked by 
Mrs. Cook, they were transferred to the Family Environment Department 
where they were edited for completeness, accuracy and consistency. If 
records were not satisfactory, the interviewer was asked to obtain and 
report the needed information. 
Although the interview forms had been precoded to a considerable 
extent, some of the information had to be coded according to keys that had 
been prepared for the NC-90 instrument and the Iowa Community Supplement. 
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After coding and checking, the data were transferred to 80-column tabulation 
sheets. When these had been checked for completeness and accuracy, they 
were taken to the Computation Center to be punched on cards and used for 
several studies by graduate students and faculty. 
Table 1. Accountability record for households In the sample 
Could not 
contact or 
Seg- House- Usable Inell- record 
Town ment holds records Vacant Rlble Incomplete Refused 
Bedford 12 128 24 0 100 2 2 
Exlra 12 91 15 1 74 0 1 
Grlswold 14 96 17 2 73 0 4 
Lenox 14 118 28 1 86 0 3 
Leon 12 105 23 0 76 5 1 
Sidney 14 88 22 0 61 0 5 
Stuart 12 118 30 2 84 1 1 
Woodbine 12 107 26 2 77 0 2 
Number 102 851 185 8 631 8 19 
Percent 
of house­
holds 100.0 21.7 0.9 74.3 0.9 2.2 
Analysis of Data 
General procedures 
After the intervieî? records had been edited for completeness, accuracy 
and consistency, they were coded according to Instructions developed by the 
NC-90 project committee for the common interview Instrument and by the 
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project leaders for the Iowa supplemental questionnaire. Most of this work 
had been completed before the present study was started. Some of the data 
were recoded by the present Investigator for her special purposes. 
When coding for the present study had been completed and checked, the 
data were transferred to 80-column tabular sheets to be used by the Compu­
tation Center for transfer to IBM cards. Later In the study the data were 
transferred to tape. A dump file was made as a base for preparing an 
Inventory of contents of the tape to be available for later use In the 
present and future studies. 
Before application of statistical techniques for scaling, the Items 
were evaluated for their relevance In the present study. A 150 by 150 
correlation matrix was computed by use of the Pearsonlan Product-Moment 
formula. This matrix was examined to Identify variables that were 
associated with each other and appeared to be relevant to the conceptual­
ized dependent. Independent, or Intervening variables. Variables were 
selected only when their correlation coefficients were .20 or higher and 
their means and standard deviations reflected considerable sensitivity 
of the Item. 
Several statistical techniques were used to develop scales and other 
measures. Each of these Is described In the following sections. 
Cluster analysis 
Cluster analysis was used to select Items as well as to reduce data. 
According to Tyron and Bailey (1970, pp. 1-2), cluster analysis was the 
term chosen to stress the fact that one can discover the general proper­
ties of objects by an objective clustering procedure of grouping variables 
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without imputing causative underlying dynamics to the properties. In 
addition, a cluster technique, suggested by Kerlinger (1964), depended 
upon the identification of clusters and presumed factors by searching 
for Interrelated groups of correlation coefficients or other measures of 
relationship. The initial step followed by this investigator was to 
develop a correlation matrix for all items conceptualized as potential 
components of clusters. The following criteria were used to identify 
items in the matrix that formed clusters. 
1. A correlation coefficient of .20 or higher, significant at the 
.01 level, was the criterion used to select potential Items in 
a cluster and to prevent cluster overlap. 
2. Any item with a coefficient of .20 or above which associated 
with more than one given cluster of items was excluded from 
further examination. 
3. A given item appeared in one cluster at a time. 
4. A central theme was reflected within the cluster. 
5. The theme of the cluster represented a relevant variable for the 
study. 
6. All items which were not clear or relevant were eliminated. 
This process of cluster identification was continued until no cluster 
of at least three items could be formed with the exception of one cluster 
of two items. These clusters were evaluated by criteria presented later 
in this chapter. 
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Factor analysis 
In the matrix mentioned previously, 40 attitudinal statements were 
Included that were expected to develop scales for goal-value orientation 
of the respondents. These orientations were intended to represent four 
polarized themes, namely: abstractness-concreteness, control-fatalism, 
equalitarianism-authoritarianism, and integration-alienation. Each of 
the four polarized themes was represented by 10 items, five oriented to 
education and five to eiiq>loyment. Likert type responses to the statements 
were requested on a five-point scale from "definitely agree" to "definitely 
disagree." No degree of certainty was requested. It was the judgment of 
the present investigator that the Iowa data concerning these value 
orientations could provide useful measures of orientations to life. 
However, results of intercorrelatlons of data from the 40 items seldom 
met the essential criteria for clustering. Hence, a decision was made 
to use factor analysis. The purpose of this procedure was to identify 
other themes that might factor from responses to the 40 items and be 
relevant as measures of goal-value orientations to life. 
According to the Statistical Package for the Social Sciences Manual 
(Nie, Bent and Hull, 1970, p. 209), 
Given an array of correlation coefficients for a set of 
variables, factor analytic techniques enable us to see 
whether some underlying pattern of relationships exists, 
such that the data may be rearranged or reduced to a 
smaller set of factors or components that may be taken 
as source variables. 
The main purpose for using factor analytic techniques in this study was 
for exploration and detection of a patterning of variables, with a view 
to discovering new concepts and a possible reduction of data. Therefore, 
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an unconstrained factor analysis, PA-2, Varlnax rotation, according to the 
SPSS (1970) program, was applied to the 40 goal-value orientations to 
ascertain whether or not they scaled to represent the Intended themes. 
If not, were there other factors that represented other themes related to 
value orientations? Criteria for evaluation of the factors that were 
Identified are delineated in the report of findings. 
Criteria for evaluation of scales 
One of the most important properties of a scale in social sciences is 
additivity (Warren et al.. 1969, p. 14). Three conditions stated by them 
(pp. 14-16) are necessary, not only to add items in a scale, but to enable 
the researcher to define operationally the common content in the items. 
Criteria for the conditions are as follows: 
First condition I The relationship among the responses to the 
different stimuli (item) must be linear. This condition for 
additivity will be valuated on the basis of: 
(1) A comparison between the minimum acceptable item total 
correlation coefficient (1^ %) and the calculated r^ t's of each 
scale based on the field sample. The minimum acceptable item 
total correlation is defined as r^  ^- l/x/TT" where n is the 
number of items in the given dimension. The minimum item-total 
correlation coefficient (1^ %) may serve as a quasi significance 
test of linearity. 
(2) The magnitude of the coefficient of reliability (r^ t). 
Cronbach defined the coefficient of reliability as: 
K . Sof 
rtt- K:ï (1 - 7-4) 
*y 
(for detailed explanation refer to Cronbach (1951, pp. 297-333); 
Nunnally (1967, Chs. 6, 7). 
(3) The magnitude of the average intercorrelatlon 
coefficient (r^ )^; and 
(4) The magnitude of a majority of the intercorrelations 
(r^ j) among the items on each scale. 
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High magnitudes of Item-total correlation (r^ f)* the 
coefficient of rellablllty_(r^ )^, the coefficient of 
average Intercorrelatlon (r^ j) and of the correlation 
coefficients r^ j can be considered as evidence that the 
Items In a scale are linearly related. 
Second condition; The variance of the responses to different 
stimuli must be homogeneous and Independent of the means. 
This condition will be evaluated on the basis of Inspecting 
the pattern of relationship between Item means and Item 
standard deviations and the range of the Item standard 
deviations. 
If the means and the standard deviations appear to be 
unrelated, the means and standard deviations will be declared 
as 'relatively Independent.' If there appears to be some 
pattern to the relationship between the means and standard 
deviations. It will be noted. 
Third condition; The Intercorrelatlons among the stimuli 
must be positive and homogeneous. This condition will be 
evaluated on the basis of examination of the Intercorrela­
tlons among the Items of each scale. The smaller the range 
which Includes 60 percent or more of the Intercorrelatlons, 
the more homogeneous the Intercorrelatlons will be considered. 
Partial correlation to Identify Intervening variables 
Partial correlation provides the researcher with a simple measure of 
association describing the relationship between two variables while adjust­
ing for the effects of one or more additional variables. This technique 
enables the researcher to remove the effect of the control variable from 
the relationship between Independent and dependent variables. In this 
study, the effect of the demographic variables, that Is, the control 
variables, were assumed to be linear. 
The effect of control variables Is statistical rather than literal. 
Hence, linear relationships among variables are assumed. This statistical 
assumption enables the researcher to calculate partial correlation by 
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constructing new independent and dependent variables with the effect of 
the control variables removed. 
The basic formula for confutation of partial correlation coefficients, 
as used In the SPSS Manual (1970, p. 159), Is as follows: 
where k Is the control variable, 1 and J are Independent and dependent 
variables, respectively. First order partial correlations were computed 
according to the SPSS program to Identify the effects of Intervening 
demographic variables on the orientations to life and socioeconomic levels 
of the families. 
Regression analysis 
Standard multiple regression Is an extension of the use of the 
blvarlate correlation coefficient to multivariate analysis. Multiple 
regression allows the researcher to study the relationship between a 
set of Independent variables and a dependent variable while taking Into 
account the Interrelationships among the Independent variables. If the 
researcher has several dependent variables, he can run a number of 
regressions with different combinations of Independent variables. 
Standard multiple regression procedures, as described by Snedecor 
and Cochran (1967), were used to estimate the population regression 
- k .  M -
ÏJ - afBjXj+BjXj 
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where Y» denotes the mean value of the frequency distribution of Y for 
specified X]^ X2« In this report the actual computations were done using 
the procedures outlined In the SPSS Manual (1970). 
By means of regression analysis, and using orientations to life as the 
dependent variable, the weights for the various measures of socioeconomic 
level were determined that gave the highest correlation between observed 
orientations to life (observed Y) and a composite score (predicted Y) of 
the socioeconomic variables. On the basis of this study, the regression 
coefficients obtained in the above analysis could be used for weighting 
socioeconomic variables in forming a composite scale. 
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FINDINGS AND DISCUSSION 
Introduction 
This chapter on findings Is divided Into six sections, In the first 
of which selected characteristics of the sample used for the present study 
are described. The next two sections Include a discussion of the develop­
ment of scales to measure socioeconomic levels of families and orientations 
to life of the mothers In these families. In both the second and third 
sections, consideration Is given to evaluations of scales according to the 
criteria presented in the chapter on Procedure. Since several scales were 
used in the process of developing measures of orientations to life, the 
degrees of relationship between them were examined and the results are 
discussed in the fourth section. 
Following the discussion of the scales, demographic data which were 
premised to have confounded the associations between the independent vari­
able, socioeconomic level, and the dependent variables, orientations to 
life, are dealt with in the fifth section. Finally, associations between 
socioeconomic levels of families and orientations to life of mothers are 
presented and discussed in the sixth section. 
Selected Demographic Characteristics of the Sample 
The present study Involved 185 usable interview schedules representing 
a random sample of families, including one or more children under 18 years 
of age, in eight rural tûwiiâ of sûutuwêôî: Iowa. Only fezsls hcaersakers 
under 65 years of age were interviewed; hence, their responses reflected 
their own perspectives of the family situations. 
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All familles were of the white race. Their average size was 4.7 
persons. All except 11.8 percent were two-parent households. Approxi­
mately one-half (52.2%) of the respondents were employed for pay, full or 
part time, during the past year. Their average contribution to family 
incomes was $1,257. Other characteristics of the families were as follows: 
Standard 
Mean deviation Ranee 
Age of respondent 36.7 years 9.71 18-59 years 
Years of school completed 
by respondents 11.9 years 1.90 6-17 years 
Years of school completed 
by husbands 11.9 years 2.38 6-17 years 
Disposable money income 8.58 4.74 1-42 
for the past year ($8,584) ($4,743) ($l,000-$42,000) 
Scores for type of 
occupation 31.05 18.23 1-64 
With respect to residential background, 79 percent of the families owned 
their homes, partly or fully paid for, and one-half of them (54%) had not 
moved during the past five years. Two-thirds of the wives (64%) and a 
similar proportion of their husbands (66%) had been born within 50 miles 
of their present residences. Over half of the respondents had spent the 
majority of their lives (half or more) in rural areas. Thus, they were 
primarily rural in their residential backgrounds. 
Composite Measures of Socioeconomic Level 
Components of the composite measures of socioeconomic level are 
presented in this section. In addition, a component and a combination 
of components, expressed in the form of raw scores and standard scores. 
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were considered as measures of socioeconomic level. Finally, the composite 
scales of socioeconomic level developed In the present study are cosqpared 
and evaluated. 
Components of socioeconomic level 
Table 2 represents a correlation matrix of components considered as 
possible measures of socioeconomic level. The profiles of correlations 
for the three types of Income measures were similar. On the basis of the 
magnitudes of correlation coefficients, disposable money Income (Variable 
2) was chosen as the incane variable to be used in subsequent analyses. 
Type of occupation was scored by using three procedures developed by 
Warner et al. (1960), Green (1970) and the NC-90 interregional project 
(1970). On comparison, the correlation profiles of the three occupation 
scores (Variables 4, 5 and 6) were similar. Correlations of scores based 
on the Warner classification were slightly higher than the others. 
However, the NC-90 occupation score was used in the present study because 
this scoring system had been developed for the main project to which this 
study is a contribution. Further, these codes would be available for 
continuation of the present exploratory study, using data from small town 
samples In Kansas, Missouri and Nebraska as well as in Iowa. 
Three measures of education were used as indicators of socioeconomic 
level. Examination of the matrix in Table 2 indicated that correlations 
for Variable 7, education of husband, and Variable 8, education of wife, 
was .47. However, Variable 9, average education of husband and wife, 
correlated with Variables 7 and 8 at .90 and .76, respectively. Hence, 
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Table 2. Correlation* matrix for conq>onent8 as measures of socioeconomic 
level 
Variables^  1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 
1 - 98 89 45 34 30 20 28 22 40 45 38 46 36 33 
2 - 77 44 36 30 21 29 23 38 43 36 43 36 25 
3 - 45 35 29 22 28 24 45 49 39 49 38 30 
4 - 66 68 52 35 53 37 37 42 42 29 43 
5 - 58 34 22 35 26 21 22 26 20 25 
6 - 47 33 49 27 25 31 30 23 35 
7 - 47 90 18 18 26 22 07 35 
8 - 76 22 29 32 30 16 32 
9 - 22 25 32 28 11 39 
10 - 82 61 91 55 25 
11 - 72 95 58 29 
12 - 84 37 23 
13 - 57 28 
14 21 
15 
• .15 Significant at the .05 level; r • .19 Significant at the .01 
level; r - .26 Significant at the .001 level. Decimal points omitted. 
V^ariable identification: 1-Total money income; 2-Disposable income; 
3-Income index; 4-Occupatlon score (Warner); 5-Occupation score (Green); 
6-Occupation score (NC-90); 7-Education of the husband; 8-Education of the 
wife; 9-Average education of husband and wife; 10-Interior of housing; 
ll-Exterior of housing; 12-Neighborhood of housing; IB-Housing quality 
score • (10 + 11 + 12); 14-Rating of the house by the respondent; 15-
Cc=uriity particlpatlen of husband and yife. 
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Variable 9 was selected as an Indicant of the educational level in the 
development of the scale. 
Variable 13 Is the grand total of Variables 10, 11 and 12, each of 
which is a composite measure of several qualities of housing as assessed 
by interviewers. In Table 31 (Appendix C), the item-total correlations 
within interior, exterior and neighborhood aspects of housing quality 
(Variables 10, 11 and 12, respectively) were high, indicating internal 
consistency among the items. Further, the item totals for each of these 
three aspects of housing quality correlated more highly with their sum 
(Variable 13) than with each other. Therefore, Variable 13 was chosen to 
represent an overall housing quality in the remainder of this study. 
Variable 14 is the total score of the respondent's rating of her 
house in comparison with houses of her relatives, friends, neighbors and 
the community (Table 31, Appendix C). Since the item-total correlations 
within Variable 14 were .76 to .79, indicating internal consistency among 
the items, only the total score was used in the development of scales to 
measure socioeconomic levesl. 
A similar rationale was applied for Variable 15, community participa­
tion of husband and wife, as represented by five items. Only the total 
score of Variable 15 was used as an indicant of socioeconomic level. 
In summary, the following components of socioeconomic level reported 
in Table 2 were used for subsequent development of composite measures of 
socioeconomic level: 
Vâîrlâulê 2 — TCkâl ulôpwSâulc lûwîlêy InCCmê 
Variable 6 " NC-90 occupation score 
Variable 9 " Mean education of husband and wife 
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Variable 13 - Housing quality score 
Variable 14 - Respondent's rating of her house 
Variable 15 » Community participation of husband and wife 
Single and complex measures 
Many researchers (Edwards, 1933; NORC, 1947) have used a single 
attribute, such as occupation, as a measure of socioeconomic level of the 
family. Others have used a combination of these components as a composite 
measure of socioeconomic level. Literature perused has Indicated that a 
combination of components as composites may be a better measure of socio­
economic levels of the families (Warner et al.. 1960; Holllngshead, 1957; 
Green, 1970). Moreover, according to the U.S. Bureau of Census (1963, p. 
2 ) :  
Since any single Item gives only a partial picture of 
the overall status structure of the population, and 
since a detailed cross-classlflcatlon of several key, 
variables Is too complex for ready comprehension, many 
social scientists have concluded that Socioeconomic 
Status may best be measured by a summary Index com­
posed of several key characteristics. 
Hence, It was decided by the Investigator to examine various combinations 
as well as a single component as measures of socioeconomic levels of 
families In this study. 
The correlations for all of the variables presented In Tables 2 and 3 
were based on raw scores. This Investigator believed that transforming the 
data Into standard scores would provide a better measure of socioeconomic 
level. In support of this Idea, Lenskl (1954, pp. 405-413) warned against 
the possible dangers of simply averaging scores on different items of a 
multiple Item index of social class position. His premise was that any 
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multiple item Index of social class position must take Into account the 
possibility that there will be striking inconsistency in some cases on 
the different Items. Such Inconsistency may be correlated with behavior 
different from those cases where the scores on all items are fairly con­
sistent. In subsequent discussion of the development of scales to measure 
socioeconomic level, the variables used are in both raw and standard 
scores. 
Raw scores When the components of a composite measure of socio­
economic level are in the form of raw scores, those components are weighted 
according to their respective variances. Hence, any component which has a 
large variance contributes more and is likely to exert more weight on the 
total variance. 
Moreover, the raw scores are the sums of the means which are added; 
that is, the component which has a small mean and the one with a large mean 
are added together. In measurement, this is not an accurate score. Lenskl 
(1954) warned against use of this procedure to develop a composite socio­
economic level scale. In addition, according to Warren et al. (1969, pp. 
14-15), "the variances of the responses to different stimuli must be 
homogeneous and Independent of the means." This homogeneity and inde­
pendence of means has been emphasized by Wolins and MacKlnney (1965), 
Cranny (1965), and Warren et al. (1969) as the first condition for addi-
tlvlty of any scale. 
In summary, with raw scores the variation in each component is 
weighted differentially; likewise, the contribution to the total cczposlts 
score is different. This affects the composite score and, in turn, affects 
the correlation with all other components used. 
In Table 3, correlations of raw scores for selected components and 
composites as measures of socioeconomic level are reported. An examina­
tion of the matrix revealed that Variable 2 correlated higher with 
Variable 13 than with Variable 9, indicating a somewhat higher relation­
ship between income and housing quality than between income and education. 
Variable 9 (average education of husband and wife) correlated slightly 
higher with occupation and community participation than it did with 
Variables 2, 13 and 14 in the mtrix. There was no relationship between 
education, Variable 9, and rating of the house by the respondent, Variable 
14. However, when the correlations of Variables 13 and 14 with other 
variables in the matrix were compared, it was found that Variable 14 had 
consistently lower correlations than Variable 13. Moreover, there was no 
relationship between Variables 9 and 14. Hence, Variable 14 was dropped 
as a component of socioeconomic level in subsequent development of scales. 
In addition to the above reasons, this investigator believed that the 
house, as an attribute of social stratification, would be given dispro­
portionate weight in the composite scale if two different indicants of 
housing were included. 
In Table 3, Variables 16 through 23 are composite scores of various 
combinations of components used as measures of socioeconomic level. An 
inspection of the matrix indicated that there was a high degree of agree­
ment among these composite measures of socioeconomic level. However, when 
the matrix was examined for relationships between the components and 
ccspositesi the correlations revealed that occupation. Variable 6. con­
sistently indicated a higher relationship with the composite measures than 
was true for the other components. This result is explained by the fact 
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Table 3. Correlation* matrix for the components and composites of socio­
economic level based on raw scores 
Vari- 2 
ables 
6 9 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 21 22 23 
2 30 24 43 36 31 31 51 56 57 57 52 53 56 
6 - 48 30 23 35 100 97 91 97 90 96 95 90 
9 - 28 11 39 55 55 55 55 54 57 56 57 
13 - 57 28 32 38 63 42 65 40 43 63 
14 - 21 23 29 42 37 47 30 37 42 
15 - 37 41 43 41 43 50 51 51 
16 - 98 92 97 91 97 96 91 
17 - 96 100 95 99 99 96 
18 - 91 90 91 91 91 
19 - 96 99 100 96 
20 - 95 96 99 
21 - 100 96 
22 97 
23 
r^ " .15 Significant at the .05 level; r = .19 Significant at the .01 
level; r » .26 Significant at the .001 level. Decimal points omitted. 
V^ariable identification: 2-Disposable money income; 6-Occupation 
score (NC-90); 9-Average education of husband and wife; 13-Hou8ing quality 
score; 14-Rating of the house by the respondent; 15-Community participation 
by husband and wife; 16-Sum of Variables 2 and 9; 17-Sum of Variables 2, 6 
and 9; 18-Sum of Variables 2, 6, 9 and 13; 19-Sum of Variables 2, 6, 9 and 
14; 20-Sum of Variables 2, 6, 9, 13 and 14; 21-Sum of Variables 2, 6, 9 
a n d  1 5 ;  2 2 - S u m  o f  V a r i a b l e s  2 ,  6 ,  9 ,  1 4  a n d  1 5 ;  2 3 - S u m  o f  V a r i a b l e s  2 ,  6 ,  
9, 13 and 15. 
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that the scaling of the components was not consistent. For example, 
occupation was scored from 0 to 99, and education was scored from 0 to 17 
Indicating the actual number of years of school completed. Since occupa­
tion was weighted more than education in this manner, the magnitude of 
the correlation for Variable 6 is spurious. 
In this section. Variable 23, a composite measure consisting of five 
components (Income, occupation, education, housing quality and community 
participation) are discussed. The other composite measures. Variables 16 
through 22, are not discussed in this section. An inspection of the 
matrix in Table 3 Indicated that there was a significant correlation 
between Variable 23 and other composite measures of socioeconomic level. 
When the correlations between Variable 23 and the components of socio­
economic level, Variables 2, 6, 9, 14 and 15, were examined it was found 
that the correlation with Variable 6 was higher than the correlations 
with the other components. Since occupation was weighted differently 
from the other components of socioeconomic level, the high correlation 
would be expected. In subsequent analyses, the comparison between 
Variable 23 based on raw scores and standard scores is presented. 
Standard scores The raw scores for the same components of socio­
economic level as In Table 3 were transformed into standard scores. By 
transforming these scores into a standard format in which the mean equals 
zero and the variance equals one, equal weights have been assigned to the 
variables. 
Variables 24 through 31 ir. Table 4 sre ccsiposite measures of socio­
economic level. The data used in this table are based on standard scores 
while the data in Table 3 are based on raw scores. Variable 31 
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Table 4. Correlation^  matrix for the standardized components and compos­
ites of socioeconomic level scores 
6 9 13 14 15 24 25 26 27 28 29 30 31 
2 30 24 43 36 31 31 69 69 70 68 65 67 67 
6 - 48 30 23 35 86 79 73 74 68 75 77 71 
9 - 28 11 39 86 76 70 67 62 74 67 70 
13 - 57 28 34 46 71 58 76 46 57 67 
14 - 21 20 31 45 62 67 32 58 43 
15 - 43 47 47 46 45 72 68 68 
24 - 91 84 82 76 86 80 81 
25 - 95 94 88 95 91 92 
26 - 95 97 91 92 97 
27 - 97 90 96 92 
28 - 85 94 93 
29 - 96 97 
30 _ 96 
31 
r^ = .15 Significant at the .05 level; r = .19 Significant at the .01 
level; r = .26 Significant at the .001 level. Decimal points omitted. 
V^ariable identification: 2-Disposable money income; 6-Occupation 
score (NC-90); 9-Average education of husband and wife; 13-Housing quality 
score; 14-Rating of the house by the respondent; 15-Community participa­
tion of husband and wife; 24-Sum of Variables 6 and 9; 25-Sum of Variables 
2, 6 and 9; 26-Sum of Variables 2, 6, 9 and 13; 27-Sum of Variables 2, 6, 
9 and 14; 28-Sum of Variables 2, 6, 9, 13 and 14; 29-Sum of Variables 2, 
6, 9 and 15; 30-Sum of Variables 2, 6, 9, 14 and 15; 31-Sum of Variables 
2, 6, 9, 13 and 15.. 
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In Table 4 and Variable 23 in Table 3 are composite measures of the com­
ponents, Variables 2, 6, 9, 13 and 15. The discussion of Variables 31 and 
23 is Illustrative of comparisons that can be made between the other 
composite measures. Variables 24 through 30, and their identical compos­
ites in Table 3, Variables 16 through 22. 
Inspection of the matrix revealed that Variable 31 in Table 4 corre­
lated highly with the other composite measures of socioeconomic level, 
Variables 24 through 30. When the correlations between Variable 31 and 
Variables 2, 6, 9, 13, 14 and 15 were examined, it was found that the 
degree of relationship between them was somewhat similar, except for 
Variable 14. This latter variable, that is, scores for respondents' 
ratings of their own houses, was not included as a component in the 
composite measure, Variable 31. 
Examination of the correlations for Variable 31 in Table 4 and for 
Variable 23 in Table 3 reveals that the effects of transforming the data 
into standard scores are visible in the correlation coefficients. In 
Table 3, the correlation coefficient was .90 between Variables 23 and 6, 
while in Table 4, the correlation coefficient was .71 between the com­
parable Variables 31 and 6. This resulted from weighting occupation 
scores in Table 4 equally with other components of socioeconomic level. 
The difference in the magnitude of the correlation coefficients for 
Variable 6 in Tables 3 and 4 also indicated the effects of using the data 
in raw scores and standard scores. 
The two scales of socioeconomic level, Variable 23 in Table 3 and 
Variable 31 in Table 4, are presented and evaluated in the next section. 
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Evaluation of composite measures of socioeconomic level 
The evaluation criteria used were the three conditions presented in 
the chapter on Procedure. Data in Tables 5 and 6 were evaluated accord­
ingly. 
Condition I; The minimum item-total correlation coefficient (1^ %) 
and the computed r^ '^s of items in the scale were examined. It was found 
that the r^ '^s of the items had higher values than the minimum acceptable 
item-total correlation. 
For the second criterion of Condition I, average intercorrelatlon 
coefficient (r^ j), magnitudes of the coefficients for both raw and 
standardized scores were the same (r^ j = .34). 
The third criterion of Condition I was the reliability coefficient 
alpha (r^ )^. Inspection of the two tables revealed that the scale 
developed by transforming the scores into standard form had a higher 
reliability coefficient than the scale which used raw scores. Coefficients 
of reliability for the two scales were .49 and .72, respectively. In 
relation to the fourth criterion, the magnitude of Intercorrelatlon 
coefficients of scales in Tables 5 and 6 ranged from .24 to .48. 
Condition II; Patterns of relationship between the item means and 
item standard deviations for data presented in Table 5 cannot be evaluated 
meaningfully. The reason is that data in the table represent measures 
based upon items that were scored differentially, thus each variable is 
different from the other in range of magnitude. Therefore, Condition II 
does not apply to the data using csm scores for developing scslcs of 
socioeconomic level. 
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Table 5. Statistics^  for test of addltlvlty for a composite measure of 
socioeconomic level based on raw scores 
Standard 
Variables 2 6 9 13 15 Total Mean deviation 
2 
- .30 .24 .43 .31 .56 9. 58 4. 74 
6 - .48 .30 .35 .90 31. 05 18. 23 
9 - .28 .39 .57 12. 01 1. 84 
13 — .28 .63 29. 87 7. 59 
15 — .51 8. 87 2. 58 
Total 
- 90. 38 26. 27 
i^i = .34 
r^ i.(coefficient alpha; = .49 
Mln. ^ it = . 45 
\ = .15 Significant at the .05 level; r = .19 Significant at the .01 
level; r » .26 Significant at the .001 level. 
V^ariable identification: 2-Dlsposable money income; 6-Occupatlon 
score (NC-90); 9-Average education of husband and wife; 13-Houslng quality 
score; 15-Community participation of husband and wife. 
Table 6. Statistics^  for test of addltlvlty for a composite measure of 
socioeconomic level based on standard scores 
Standard 
Variables 2 6 9 13 15 Total Mean deviation 
2 - .30 .24 .43 .31 .67 0.00 1.00 
6 .48 .30 .35 .71 0.00 1.00 
9 - .28 .39 .70 0.00 1.00 
13 - .28 .67 0.00 1.00 
15 - .68 0.00 1.00 
Total - 0.00 3.44 
4^ 4 = .34 
rj-tC coefficient alpha; = .72 
Mln. 
'it = . 45 
a 
r " . 
level; r = 
15 Significant at the .05 level; r 
.26 Significant at the .001 level. 
- .19 Significant at the .01 
V^ariables are the same as for Table 5. 
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Condition III ; Intercorrelatlons among the Items In Tables 5 and 6 
were concentrated in a moderate range of .24 to .48. 
In summary, inspection of Tables 5 and 6 revealed that the scales 
developed by using raw scores failed to meet certain conditions necessary 
for additivity, an important property for evaluation of scales. The 
differences which were noticeable in Tables 5 and 6 are the magnitude of 
the reliability coefficients, the pattern of item means and item standard 
deviations, and the range of standard deviations. These results indicated 
that the standardization of scores in Table 6 produced a more reliable 
scale than one developed by using raw scores. 
According to the foregoing findings, the socioeconomic level scale 
based on standard scores was selected as the independent variable. As 
hypothesized, the NC-90 data could be used to develop a composite scale 
to measure the socioeconomic levels of families. Hence, the general 
hypothesis was not rejected. 
Measures of Orientations to Life 
As previously conceptualized and hypothesized, the several measures 
for orientations to life were classified according to three types; family, 
community and goal-values. In addition, eight single items that repre­
sented attitudes were included as additional measures of orientations to 
life. 
The scales developed to measure family and community orientations 
wetc deteriûlrted by a cluster technique. Scales of goal-value crisntcticns 
were developed by factor analysis. The clusters, factors and couplets 
were assigned titles based on the common themes underlying the content of 
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the statements. To report findings related to these scales, Likert-type 
statements conceptualized as measures of orientations to life are stated 
and discussed. A summary table of the criteria used for evaluation of 
the scales is reported and analyzed. Finally, correlation matrices for 
all scales and individual attitudlnal items are presented and discussed. 
Family orientations 
Family coheslveness - Cluster I Three of the four items used to 
represent family coheslveness met the criteria for inclusion in the 
cluster. They are listed at the bottom of Table 7. The item that did 
not qualify for the cluster was, "How often do family members relax 
around the home together - talking, watching TV or doing things like 
this?" 
Table 7. Statistics for test of additivlty for Cluster I - family 
coheslveness 
Items® 1 2 3 Total Mean Standard deviation 
1 
2 
3 
Total 
- . 44 .49 
.47 
.82 
.75 
.83 
3.49 
3.82 
3.55 
10.85 
0.73 
0.55 
0.72 
1.61 
ri1 
r^ |.(coefficient alpha) 
Min. r^ (. 
= .47 
= .72 
= .58 
*List of items : 
1. How often do you go places together as a family? 
2. How often does your family eat at least one meal a day together? 
3. How often do family members work around the home together? 
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Responses to the Items had been scored by assigning weights on a 
continuum from one through four. À numerically high response Indicated 
a comparatively high degree of coheslveness In the family as Judged by 
the respondent. Examination of the mean scores in Table 7 revealed that 
the respondents in this study tended to rate the coheslveness in their 
families as quite high. 
Child-rearing attitudes - Cluster II As reported in Table 8, 
five of the eight items conceptualized as measures for child-rearing 
attitudes met the criteria for admitting them into a cluster. 
Table 8. Statistics for test of additivlty for Cluster II - child-rearing 
attitudes 
Standard 
Items* 4 5 6 7 8 Total Mean deviation 
4 .49 .22 .31 .43 .69 2.24 1.32 
5 - .35 .41 .16 .87 3.41 1.70 
6 - .23 .24 .55 2.41 1.35 
7 - .37 . 64 3.18 1.41 
8 - .52 2.88 1.41 
Total - 14.12 6.50 
'li = -32 
rj.J.(coefficient alpha) « .62 
Mln. r^  ^ = .45 
I^st of items: 
4. Kids should be nicer than they are to their mothers since their 
mothers suffer so much for them. 
5. Most kids should be spanked more often. 
6. It is not all right for boys and girls to see each other 
undressed before age five. 
7. A child should be taken away from breast or bottle as soon as 
possible. 
8. The main goal of a parent is to see that kids stay out of trouble. 
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Responses to items in the cluster in Table 8 had been scored on a 
continuum of 1, 2, 3, 4 and 5. A numerically high score on child-rearing 
attitudes indicated rigid and authoritarian attitudes of the mothers 
regarding rearing of children. Means and standard deviations for the five 
items revealed that the mothers differed considerably in their attitudes 
concerning child-rearing but tended to be slightly more permissive than 
authoritarian. The three items that did not qualify as components of the 
cluster were: 
1. Respect for parents is the most Important thing kids can learn. 
2. Most kids should be toilet trained by 15 months of age. 
3. It is more important to have a well-run home than lots of friends 
to visit with. 
Marital satisfaction - Cluster III All of the four items con­
ceptualized as Indicants of marital satisfaction formed a cluster (Table 
9). Responses to the items were scored on a continuum of 1, 2, 3 and 4, 
with 1 representing low and 4 quite high satisfaction with marital rela­
tionships. Mean scores for the four items ranged from 3.15 to 3.47 and 
standard deviations tended to be relatively low. Thus, most of the 
respondents tended to express comparatively high marital satisfaction. 
Social mobility - Cluster IV As previously conceptualized, four 
items formed an acceptable cluster for social mobility (Table 10). Mean 
scores ranged from 2.64 to 2.76 on a potential range of 1 to 3. A high 
score on this scale indicated that the respondent considered her family 
"better off" than it had been five years previously. Thus, most respon­
dents tended to view their families as only slightly upward mobile with 
respect to financial and living conditions, job opportunities for the 
Income earner and opportunities for the children. 
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Table 9. Statistics for 
satisfaction 
test of additivity for Cluster III - marital 
Items^  1 2 3 4 Total Mean 
Standard 
deviation 
1 
2 
3 
4 
Total 
.69 .57 
.64 
.40 
.43 
.46 
.82 
.85 
.83 
.71 
3.28 
3.47 
3.18 
3.15 
13.02 
.82 
.79 
.88 
.82 
2.65 
rij 
rt^ Ccoefficient alpha) 
Min. rit 
- .53 
= .82 
= . 50 
*Llst of Items: 
1. How satisfied are you with your husband's understanding of your 
problems and feelings? 
2. How satisfied are you with the attention you receive from your 
husband? 
3. How satisfied are you with your husband's help around home? 
4. How satisfied are you with the time you and your husband spend 
Just talking? 
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Table 10. Statistics for test of addltlvlty for Cluster IV - social 
mobility 
Standard 
Items* 1 2 3 4 Total Mean deviation 
1 - .64 .61 .53 .84 2.76 .77 
2 .56 .55 .83 2.68 .72 
3 - .55 .83 2.64 .78 
4 - .80 2.72 .75 
Total - 10.82 2.48 
rii = . 57 
r,.|.(coefflcient alpha; = .84 
Mln. r^  ^ = .50 
*List of items : 
Do you think your family is better or worse off than it was five years ago? 
1. Financially? 
2. Living conditions? 
3. Job opportunities for income earner? 
4. Opportunities for children? (recreation, education, jobs, etc.) 
Kinship ties - Cluster V All of the four items examined as possible 
components of a cluster for kinship ties met the designated criteria for 
clustering (Table 11). Since responses to the statements had been scored 
on a two-point scale (1 = no and 2 = yes), the range of mean scores from 
1.43 to 1.63 revealed comparatively strong ties between the respondents 
and their kinfolk. 
According to findings concerning the clustering of the respective 
items for mothers' orientations concerning family cohesiveness, child-
rearing aLuiiiudes, marital satisfaction, sccisl scbility end kinship ties, 
acceptable clusters were formed by three or more items in each case. 
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Whether or not scores for the five clusters comprised an acceptable overall 
score for family orientation will be reported later. 
Table 11. Statistics for test of addltlvlty for Cluster V - kinship ties 
S tandard 
Items® 12 3 4 Total Mean deviation 
1 - .57 .48 42 .79 1.62 .52 
2 .49 47 .80 1.63 .50 
3 46 .78 1.55 .51 
4 - .75 1.43 .52 
Total - 6.24 1.59 
rii = .48 
rj.J.(coefficient alpha) = .79 
MLn. r^ j. = .50 
i^st of Items; 
1. I get help from relatives more than people not related to me. 
2. I give help to relatives more than to people not related to me. 
3. I talk about problems more with relatives than with people not 
related to me. 
4. I spend more time with relatives than with people not related 
to me. 
Community orientations 
Three scales were determined by cluster analysis and were included as 
measures of community orientation. 
Community appraisal - Cluster VI Nine of 10 items conceptualized 
as measures of community appraisal met the criteria for Inclusion in a 
cluster (Table 12). The only item that failed to qualify was number 7, 
"Gppûiriiuûluies for adult educaticn," Itsns vare scored by assigning 
weights of 1, 2, 3, 4 and 5 to the responses. A numerically high response 
indicated that the respondents appraised their communities as being 
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excellent. Mean scores ranged from 2.03 for item 5, Job opportunities for 
youth, to 3.18 for item 1, Community pride. The mean scores for six of the 
nine items were below 3.0. Thus, the respondents tended to rate their 
communities as below but near average with respect to the indicants used. 
Table 12. Statistics for test of additivity for Cluster VI - community 
appraisal 
Standard 
Items® 1 2 3 4 5 6 8 9 10 Total Mean deviation 
1 .57 .48 .38 .13 .25 .23 .30 .32 .62 3.18 .70 
2 - .39 .28 .19 .28 .25 .25 .31 .62 3.07 .81 
3 - .73 .45 .45 .24 .33 .31 .78 2.74 1.05 
4 - .41 .46 .32 .35 .26 .76 2.82 1.03 
5 - .66 .24 .19 .22 .61 2.03 .87 
6 - .36 .32 .22 .70 2.22 .84 
8 - .51 .24 .58 3.17 .85 
9 - .34 .60 2.78 .74 
10 - .53 2.78 .76 
Total - 24.78 4.05 
rij = .34 
r^ j.(coefficient alpha; = .82 
Min. r^ j. = .32 
*List of items: 
How would you rate this town as far as : 
1. Community pride. 
2. Participation of people in community affairs. 
3. Community attitude toward industrial development. 
4. Attitudes of businessmen toward industrial development. 
5. Job opportunities for youth. 
6. Job opportunities for adults. 
8. Your opportunities to get to know people. 
9. Your opportunity to have a say in community affairs. 
10. Effectiveness of the city government. 
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Neighboring practices - Cluster VII Both of the items considered 
for this cluster met the respective criteria (Table 13). Responses to 
these Items were assigned numerical weights of 1, 2, 3 and 4, with 4 
representing comparatively high tendencies toward the neighboring practice 
specified. The overall mean score for this cluster revealed that the 
respondents tended to favor nelghborllness. 
Table 13. Statistics for test of addltivlty for Clus ter VII - neighboring 
practices 
Items* 1 2 Total Mean Standard deviation 
1 - .61 .91 2.49 1.03 
2 - .89 2.94 0.95 
Total - 5.43 1.78 
T±A = .61 
rtt(coefflcient alpha) = .76 
Min. r^  ^= .71 
*Llst of items: 
1. Do you and any of your neighbors go shopping or do other things 
together? 
2. Do you and any of your neighbors borrow things from each other, 
take care of each other's children or do other favors for each 
other? 
Anomle - Cluster VIII The five statements used in the present 
study to represent tendencies of the respondents toward anomle had been 
developed by Srole (1956) to measure the psychosocial feelings of 
Individuals regarding societal conditions. All of the items met the 
requirements for inclusion in the cluster (Table 14). Respouâéâ Lo uUe 
items were weighted by 1, 2, 3, 4 and 5, with the higher number represent­
ing anomle orientations while the lowest score indicated nonanomic 
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feelings. Mean scores of the Items ranged from 2.54 to 2.84. Thus, the 
respondents tended to be slightly below mid-score, that is, in the direc­
tion of being nonanomic. 
Table 14. Statistics for test of additivity for Cluster VIII - anomie 
Items* 1 2 3 4 5 Total Mean 
Standard 
deviation 
1 — . 26 .26 .33 .37 .64 2.77 1.16 
2 - .36 .23 .27 .62 2.63 1.21 
3 - .50 .46 .73 2.61 1.06 
4 - .51 .73 2.54 1.13 
5 - .76 2.84 1.26 
Total - 13.39 4.05 
rij = . 36 
rtt(coefficient alpha) = .73 
Min. r^  ^ = .45 
L^ist of items: 
1. There's little use in writing to public officials because often 
they aren't really interested in the problems of the average 
man. 
2. Nowadays a person has to live pretty much for today and let 
tomorrow take care of itself. 
3. In spite of what some people say, the lot of the average man is 
getting worse, not better. 
4. It's hardly fair to bring children into the world, the way 
things look for the future. 
5. These days a person doesn't really know whom he can count on. 
In summary, clusters of items were found for the three indicants of 
community orientations of mothers, namely: community appraisal, neighbor-
lag practices and ancsie. The intcrccrrelaticns of scores for these three 
clusters will be reported later. 
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Goal-value orientations 
The items Included In each scale dealing with goal-value orientations 
were developed by factor analysis, as explained In the Procedure. Items 
which factored together and had an underlying common theme were selected 
as a scale. The resulting six factors and three couplets are presented 
in Tables 15 through 23, with Information on factor loadings, correlation 
coefficients, means and standard deviations. 
The items to be included in the respective factors and clusters were 
selected on the basis of factor loadings of .30 or above and by identifi­
cation of a common theme in the content of items. Each factor and couplet 
was entitled accordingly. The items in these scales were evaluated on the 
basis of their correlation coefficients in the subsequent development of 
measures of orientations to life. Scores for all the attitudinal items 
were obtained by assigning weights of 1, 2, 3, 4 and 5 to responses of the 
mothers. 
School dropout - Factor I Correlations of variables relating to 
school dropout are reported in Table 15, with item statements listed at the 
bottom of the table. A numerically high score represented favoring their 
children's dropping out of school. Inspection of the mean scores indicated 
that the mothers tended to disfavor a child's dropping out of school. 
Personal achievement - Factor II Correlations of the three vari­
ables related to personal achievement are given in Table 16. A numerically 
low score indicated considerable drive on the part of respondents for 
|>ci.9Wiiox aCUxcvcutc&iu* AMg-.oit u&iC xucuta uiiau M*W«9W WX 
respondents were uncertain about personal achievement as a goal-value. 
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Table 15. Factor loadings and statistics for test of addltlvlty for Factor 
I - school dropout 
Items* 1 2 3 Total Mean 
Standard 
deviation 
Factor 
loading 
1 
2 
3 
Total 
.52 .27 
.43 
.78 
.81 
.73 
1.70 
1.57 
1.70 
4.96 
1.05 
0.86 
0.99 
2.24 
.58 
.75 
.55 
r^ |.(coefflclent alphaj 
Mln. r^ t 
= .41 
= .52 
= .58 
L^lst of Items : 
1. If a family needs more money It Is all right for a child to quit 
school and help out for a while. 
2. It Is all right to drop out of high school If more money Is 
needed to buy clothing for the family. 
3. It Is all right to drop out of high school If the student Isn't 
interested. 
Table 16. Factor loadings and statistics for test of addltlvlty for Factor 
II - personal achievement 
Items a 
Standard Factor 
Total Mean deviation loading 
1 
2 
3 
Total 
.16 .21 
.27 
.64 
.72 
.71 
3.71 
2.30 
2.40 
8.41 
1.10 
1.24 
1.10 
2.37 
.46 
.50 
.58 
rtt(coefflclent alpha, 
Mln. It 
.21 
.44 
.58 
\lst of Items: 
1. It would be a good Idea to have more young people than we have 
now as bosses. 
2. It Is a waste of time for people who have little talent In an 
area to take lessons in, for example, art. 
3. Getting along with other workers is more Important than the pay 
you get. 
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Education as status - Factor III Table 17 gives information 
concerning the three variables that factored for a theme of education 
as status. A numerically high score on these Items represented valuing 
education as a status symbol. It was apparent from the mean scores that 
most of the respondents were uncertain about education as an Indicator 
of status. 
Table 17. Factor loadings and statistics for test of addltlvlty for Factor 
III - education as status 
Items* 1 2 3 Total Mean 
Standard 
deviation 
Factor 
loading 
1 .36 .29 .27 3.06 1.37 -.65 
2 - .07 .54 3.16 1.38 .49 
3 - .55 2.36 1.30 .49 
Total - 8.46 1.83 
ri1 - .24 
r^ (.(coefflclent alpha; » .49 
MLn. r^ t = «58 
*Llst of Items: 
1. People are better accepted by others if they have an education 
or job training. 
2. A man with an education is more respected than an uneducated man. 
3. The best reason for getting an education Is so you can be equal 
to others. 
Concrete rewards for employment - Factor IV The correlations of 
variables within concrete rewards for employment are reported In Table 18. 
A numerically low score on items represented an orientation toward 
employment that was not based on concrete rewards. The mean «cores 
indicated that the respondents in the present study did not have concrete 
goal-value orientation toward employment. 
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Table 18. Factor loadings and statistics for test of addltivity for Factor 
IV - concrete rewards for employment 
Items* 1 2 3 Total Mean 
Standard 
deviation 
Factor 
loading 
1 .52 .41 .78 1.43 .70 .58 
2 - .49 .84 1.62 .83 -.71 
3 - .79 1.80 .78 .47 
Total - 4.84 1.85 
'il " "47 
rj.j.(coefficient alpha; = .73 
Min. r^  ^ = .58 
*List of items : 
1. The amount of work done on a job is more important than how well 
you do the job. 
2. A person should leave a job he likes for a job he does not like 
if it pays more money. 
3. Pay is more important in choosing a job than what the job is. 
Job pessimism - Factor V The correlation of variables relating 
to job pessimism is reported in Table 19. Â numerically high score on 
this factor indicated that the respondent was inclined to be pessimistic 
about circumstances related to jobs. Examination of the mean scores on 
the items revealed that the respondents tended to be undecided in 
expressing their pessimism about conditions related to employment. 
Vertical mobility - Factor VI Table 20 includes the correlation 
of variables focused on vertical mobility. A numerically low score on 
this factor revealed that the respondent was expressing attitudes con­
sistent with vertical mobility. Examination of the mean scores on this 
factor indicated that the respondents in this study were inclined to be 
vertically mobile. 
97 
Table 19. Factor loadings and statistics for test of addltlvlty for Factor 
V - job pessimism 
Items® 1 2 3 Total Mean 
Standard 
deviation 
Factor 
loading 
1 .15 .18 .61 3.66 1.16 .41 
2 - .25 .74 2.65 1.45 .47 
3 - .69 2.51 1.25 .54 
Total - 8.82 2.63 
_ ~ - -w 
tt rVf(coefficient alpha; = .41 j
Mln. r^  ^ " .58 
L^lst of Items: 
1. It is easier to get discouraged when others are better on the 
job. 
2. The most important thing about getting a job is being at the 
right place at the right time. 
3. In getting a job it is not what you know but who you know. 
Table 20. Factor loadings and statistics for test of addltlvlty for Factor 
VI - vertical mobility 
Items* 1 2 3 Total Mean 
Standard 
deviation 
Factor 
loading 
1 .37 .22 .82 1.81 1.00 .67 
2 - .26 .75 1.47 0.79 .43 
3 - .57 1.25 0.57 .34 
Total - 4.52 1.75 
r^ j = .28 
rtt(coefficient alpha) = .53 
Mln. r^  ^ = .58 
I^st of items: 
1. It is Important for a girl to get an education beyond high school. 
2. It is Important to do a job you can be proud of even if it is 
more than the boss expects. 
3. It helps to get ahead in a job if you learn more about it. 
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Help with children's problems - Couplet I The correlation of 
variables concerning help with children's problems is reported In Table 
21. A low score on this scale indicated that the respondent believed 
that community services could be depended upon in getting help regarding 
problems connected with their children. Inspection of the mean scores 
revealed that the respondents had a favorable attitude toward seeking 
help with their children's problems from various community services. 
Table 21. Factor loadings and statistics for test of addltlvlty for 
Couplet I - help with children's problems 
Items* 1 2 Total Mean 
Standard 
deviation 
Factor 
loading 
1 
2 
Total 
.47 .86 
.86 
1.74 
1.63 
3.37 
0.98 
0.98 
1.68 
.61 
.77 
rij = 
r|.^ (coefficient alpha) = 
Mln. rit = 
.47 
.64 
.71 
L^lst of items: 
1. Families can get help with their children's problems from school 
and other places. 
2. When a child has problems there is no use getting in touch with 
the school because they aren't really Interested. 
Women's freedom of employment - Couplet II The correlation of 
variables relating to women's freedom of employment Is given in Table 22. 
A numerically low score on the coupled statements indicated that the 
respondent favored freedom of employment for women. However, examination 
of the mean scores on the items revealed that the respondents In this 
study were undecided on this theme. 
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Table 22. Factor loadings and statistics for test of addltlvlty for 
Couplet II - women's freedom of employment 
Items* 1 2 Total Ifean 
Standard 
deviation 
Factor 
loading 
1 
2 
Total 
.23 .77 
.80 
2.79 
2.90 
5.69 
1.33 
1.39 
2.13 
.56 
.38 
rii -
r^ C^coefflclent alpha; = 
Mln. rjLt " 
.23 
.37 
.71 
*Ll8t of Items : 
1. It Is all right for women to hold jobs which are usually men's 
jobs. 
2. It Is all right for a woman to work outside the home just 
because she likes It. 
Concrete orientation - Couplet III In Table 23, the correlation 
of variables concerning concrete orientation Is reported. A high score 
on Items Indicated concrete orientation. Inspection of the mean scores 
revealed that mothers In the present study tended to be undecided In 
their responses regarding concrete orientations to life. 
Table 23. Factor loadings and statistics for test of addltlvlty for 
Couplet III - concrete orientation 
Items® 1 2 Total Mean 
Standard 
deviation 
Factor 
loading 
1 
2 
Total 
.24 .78 
.80 
3.55 
2.91 
6.45 
1.26 
1.31 
2.03 
.63 
.45 
rij -
rtj.( coefficient alpha) = 
Mln. r^  ^ « 
.24 
.39 
.71 
*Llst of Items; 
1. It Is more Important to take training which leads to a job than 
to take art, drama, or music lessons which do not. 
2. Keeping the house clean is more Important than reading. 
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single attltudlnal Items 
Single attltudlnal Items, Variables 18 through 25, represent state­
ments reflecting orientations to life. The list of the attltudlnal 
statements Is presented below. 
Variable 18. It Is Important for children to get an education no 
matter what It costs. 
Variable 19. The man should be the one to make all decisions about 
choosing his job. 
Variable 20. The main reason for getting an education Is personal 
satisfaction. 
Variable 21. It Is more Important for a boy to get an education 
beyond high school than for a girl. 
Variable 22. Some people just cannot finish high school, so why try. 
Variable 23. Most people can expect a better job sometime. 
Variable 24. I want a location which would make it easy for 
relatives to get together. 
Variable 25. I want a house with enough room so our parents could 
move in with us if they wanted to. 
These variables were retained for later analysis in relation to socio­
economic levels in order to evaluate their relevance for inclusion in 
subsequent studies of the associations of orientations to life and socio­
economic level. 
Evaluation of Scales for Orientations to Life 
In Table 24 is a summary of the evaluations of orientation to life 
scales. The criteria used for evaluation of the data presented in Tables 
7 Lhrougu 23 were baaed on the three conditions designated for testing 
the addltlvity of items for scales. These conditions have been presented 
in the chapter on Procedure. 
Table 24. Summary table on evaluations of orientation to life scales 
Fain<iv orientation Community orientation 
_ Cluster^  
Criteria I II III IV V VI VII VII] 
Average 
item-total 
correlation r^  ^ .58 .45 .50 .50 .50 .32 .71 .45 
Average inter-
correlation _ 
coefficient r^ j .47 .32 .53 .57 .48 .34 .61 .36 
Reliability 
coefficient 
alpha .72 .62 .82 .84 .79 .82 .71 .73 
Range of 
correlation 
'IJ 
.44 
to 
.49 
.16 
to 
.49 
.40 
to 
.69 
.53 
to 
. 64 
.42 
to 
.57 
.13 
to 
.73 
.61 
.26 
to 
.51 
Range 
of 
means 
3.49 
to 
3.82 
2.24 
to 
3.18 
3.15 
to 
3.47 
2.64 
to 
2.76 
1.43 
to 
1.63 
2.03 
to 
3.18 
2.49 
to 
2.94 
2.61 
to 
2.77 
Range of 
standard 
deviations 
.55 
to 
.73 
1.32 
to 
1.70 
.79 
to 
.88 
.72 
to 
.77 
.50 
to 
.52 
.74 
to 
1.05 
.95 
to 
1.03 
1.06 
to 
1.21 
Range of 
item-total 
correlation 
.75 
to 
.83 
.52 
to 
.87 
.71 
to 
.85 
.80 
to 
.84 
.75 
to 
.80 
.53 
to 
.78 
.89 
to 
.91 
.62 
to 
.78 
C^luster identification: I-Family cohesiveness; Il-Child-rearing 
attitudes; Ill-Marital satisfaction, IV-Social mobility; V-Kinship ties, 
Vl-Community appraisal; VII-Neighboring practices; VIII-Anomie. 
F^actor identification: I-School dropout; II-Fersonal achievement; 
Ill-Education as status; IV-Concrete rewards for employment; V-Job 
pessimism; VI-Vertical mobility. 
C^ouplet identification: I-Help with children's problems; Il-Women's 
freedom of employment; Ill-Concrete orientation. 
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Goal-value orientation 
Factor" Couplet^  
I II III IV V VI I II III 
00 in 00 in 
.58 .58 .58 
00 m
 .71 .71 .71 
.41 . 21  .24 .47 .19 .28 .47 .23 .24 
.52 .44 .49 .73 .41 .53 .64 .37 .39 
.27 .16 .07 .41 .15 .22 
to to to to to to .47 
m
 
CM 
.24 
.52 .27 .36 .52 .25 .37 
1.57 2.30 2.36 1.43 2.51 1.25 1.63 2.80 2.91 
to to to to to to to to to 
1.70 3.71 3.16 1.80 2.66 1.81 1.74 2.90 3.54 
.86 1.10 1.30 .70 1.15 .57 1.33 1.26 
to to to to to to vo
 
00
 
to to 
1.05 1.24 1.38 .83 1.45 1.01 1.39 1.31 
.73 .64 .27 .79 .61 .57 .77 
00 
to to to to to to .86 to to 
.81 .72 .55 .84 .74 .82 .80 .80 
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Orientations to life of mothers were focused on family, community 
and goal-value orientations. Scales to measure these orientations were 
developed and presented In Tables 7 through 23. In each of these tables, 
the average item correlation coefficient (r^ j), coefficient alpha (r^ )^ 
and minimum acceptable item-total correlation (r^ )^ are reported. 
Condition I; Evaluations of the clusters, factors and couplets 
in family, community and goal-value orientations were based on the 
minimum acceptable Itemrtotal correlation coefficient (r^ )^ and the 
confuted r^ '^s of each item id the respective scales. All items in the 
eight clusters, six factors and three couplets exceeded the criterion 
for minimum acceptable item-total correlation. The correlations between 
items and the total within each scale were positive. 
For Factors II and IV and for Couplet I, the magnitudes of average 
intercorrelation coefficients (r^ j) were slightly moderate (Table 24). 
The magnitude of the coefficient alpha (r^ )^, a measure of reliabil­
ity, was above .70 for each cluster except Cluster II (Table 24). Among 
scales of goal-value orientations, all factors and couplets had low 
reliability coefficients except for Factor IV. 
The magnitudes of intercorrelation coefficients were all over .20 
for clusters entitled family coheslveness, marital satisfaction, social 
mobility, kinship ties, anomle and factors entitled school dropout, 
concrete rewards for employment and vertical mobility. Between 90 percent 
and 67 percent of the correlation values were more than .20 for clusters 
relatiiig Co Cullu-rearing attitudes and Gc=unlty spprsissl^ and for 
factors representing orientations to personal achievement, education as 
status and job pessimism. 
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Condition II; According to Warren et al. (1969, p. 15), data con­
cerning the relationship between the Item means and Item standard 
deviations cannot be very meaningfully evaluated when the number of 
Items of the scale Is small. Since all of the scales discussed In this 
section have fewer than 10 Items, the evaluation of relationships between 
the Item means and Item standard deviations should be considered tenuous. 
It appeared that patterns of relationship between Item means and Item 
standard deviations In Tables 7 through 23 tended to be Independent. 
All clusters had relatively moderate ranges of Item means and 
standard deviations except Cluster VI, which had a wide range of .74 
to 1.05. All factors and couplets had a relatively narrow range of 
standard deviations except Factors II and V which had moderate ranges. 
Factor VI had a wide range of .57 to 1.01. 
Condition III; Concentration of the item intercorrelatlons of 
clusters, factors and couplets appeared to be In a moderately narrow 
range. 
Intercorrelatlons of Scales for Orientations to Life 
Attempts were made in the present study to conceptualize orientations 
to life and to develop empirical measures of the concepts involved. It 
appeared to this investigator that the empirical measures used in this 
study do measure several but not all of the dimensions of orientations to 
life. Since it was apparent that some of the scales were related, the 
data were scrutinized further. The IritcrcGrrelatloris cf cluster, factor 
and couplet variables related to orientations to life are reported in 
Table 25. 
Table 25. Intercorrelatlon* of variables of orientations to life 
able" 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 
1 -04 34 08 07 29 -07 -29 —06 -02 —08 —08 
2 - -12 -12 -05 —26 14 38 05 -03 01 06 
3 - 03 03 19 —06 -24 -02 —06 03 -12 
4 — 03 13 -03 -32 -03 -10 07 -10 
5 - 06 -05 -00 13 -14 00 08 
6 - -03 -32 01 -10 08 -12 
7 - 03 -02 -06 03 -12 
8 - 14 04 -05 27 
9 - 09 —06 43 
10 - -13 13 
11 - -01 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
" .15 Significant at the .05 level; r » .19 Significant at the .01 
level; r - . j Significant at the .001 level. Decimal points omitted. 
V^ariable Identification: 1-Famlly coheslveness; 2-Chlld-rearlng 
attitudes; 3-Harltal satisfaction; 4-Soclal mobility; 5-Klnshlp ties; 6-
Communlty orientation; 7-Neighboring practices; 8-Anomle; 9-School dropout; 
lO-Fersonal achievement; 11-Educatlon and status; 12-Concrete rewards for 
enqployment; 13-Job pessimism; 14-Vertlcal mobility; 15-Help with children's 
problems; 16-Women's freedom of employment; 17-Concrete orientation; 18 
through 25-Attltudlnal Items. 
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O O O i - l i H O O O i - < O O r > < O O O O O O O O O O r O  
I I I  I  I I I  i  
r*.cor»f-icno>o\o 
o i-l o o t-' 
TH iH NO r*. -a-
o 
1 
fH ? o 1 o o 1 
> o  V O  sf 
o o O  
' 
i  1  
in iH V D  
o O O 
sr m N 
? o r4 1 I  I 
IT» VO I 
oo 
0\0»OrH<OOrHNDeMt-IOr-l 
r H O O O O i - H C M O i - I O O O  
I I I  I I  
C T i  o \  in C M  o o\ m o o o\ 0 0  C M  sr m r—i V O  C M  C M  
o 1—( o o O  1—1 o • H  1—i r H  O  o O  o r 4  O  O  O  r H  1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 
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0 0  r H  0 0  C M  r H  r H  C M  si­o m rs. m 
r H  ? O  ? r 4  1  O  ? O  1  r H  en C M  o 1 r H  9 I  I  
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Inspection of the matrix Indicated lack of relationships among many 
of the 25 variables in the table. Only 43 of the 300 correlation coeffi­
cients were .15 or higher, the level required for significance at the .05 
level of probability. Therefore, the independence of most of the scales 
was evident. 
Inspection of the matrix in Table 25 indicated significant Inverse 
relationships between anomle (Variable 8) and each of the following: 
family cohesiveness (Variable 1), marital satisfaction (Variable 3), social 
mobility (Variable 4) and community appraisal (Variable 6). These Inverse 
associations revealed that the lower the degree of anomic feelings of 
respondents, the higher the scores on attitudes tended to be for attitudes 
concerning family cohesiveness, marital satisfaction, family social mobil­
ity and community appraisal. 
On the other hand, positive correlations with anomle (Variable 8) were 
obtained for child-rearing attitudes (Variable 2), concrete rewards for 
employment (Variable 12), vertical mobility (Variable 14), help with chil­
dren's problems (Variable 15) and concrete orientation (Variable 17). 
These positive associations between the variables indicated that the higher 
the degree of anomic feelings of respondents, the higher their scores tended 
to be on rigid and authoritarian patterns of child rearing, attitudes 
representing concrete rewards for employment, vertical mobility, and favor­
able attitudes toward seeking help with their children's problems. 
Examination of the matrix in Table 25 also revealed that school drop­
out (Variable 9) was positively aasociated with respondents' attitudes 
concerning concrete rewards for employment (Variable 12) and vertical 
mobility (Variable 14). Mothers who tended to favor school dropout for 
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their children were also inclined toward favoring concrete rewards for 
employment and vertical mobility. 
Variables 18 through 25 in Table 25 were single attitudinal items 
which did not become a part of a cluster or factor. Inspection of the 
correlation matrix revealed only a limited number of associations between 
these items; that is, they tended to be independent. 
As previously stated, one of the primary hypotheses of the present 
investigation was that data from the NC-90 study could be used to develop 
a composite measure of mothers' orientations to life. However, the 
correlation coefficients reported in Table 25 did not provide evidence to 
support this hypothesis; thus it was rejected. This Investigator is of 
the opinion that the scales represented in Tables 7 through 23 measure 
only a limited portion of the important facets of orientations to life. 
Inclusion of additional relevant measures might eventually yield an 
overall scale. However, the comprehensiveness of the concept, orientation 
to life, may make a single scale unrealistic. 
Partial Correlations to Identify Intervening Variables 
The third general hypothesis of the present study was that certain 
demographic characteristics of the mothers and their families would confound 
the correlations between the independent and dependent variables. The sub-
hypotheses were that the zero order correlations were influenced by four 
demographic attributes, namely: extent of contribution by respondents 
toward total sonsy inccse, age of rsspcndent, fczily size and age of the 
oldest minor child in the household. In Tables 26 through 29, the results 
are given of zero order and first order partial correlations between the 
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Table 26. Correlations® of socioeconomic level with orientations to life 
variables controlling for contribution by respondents toward 
total money income 
Vari­
ables 
Correlation 
coefficient 
Partial 
correlation 
coefficient 
Vari­
ables 
Correlation 
coefficient 
Partial 
correlation 
coefficient 
% .22 .22 Vl3 -.09 -.09 
% -.18 -.18 Vl4 — .16 -.15 
V6 .31 .32 Vl5 -.15 -.14 
-.43 -.42 Xl?16 — .09 — .08 
V4 .05 .05 1^^ 17 -.24 -.24 
Vs .01 .01 1^^ 18 -.05 — .06 
V3 .29 .30 X^ Yig .19 .18 
v? .13 .15 %0 .09 .07 
% -.11 -.09 %1 -.21 -.21 
VlO -.14 -.14 Xl?22 -.20 -.21 
Vll .07 .07 -.01 -.02 
*1^ 12 — .18 — .16 -.07 -.07 
Xl?25 —. 08 -.06 
®r • .15 Significant at the .05 level; r - .19 Significant at the .01 
level; r - .26 Significant at the .001 level. 
V^ariable identification: Xj^ -Socioeconomic level; Y-Orientations to 
life variables with numerical order the same as in Table 25. 
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Table 27. Correlations* of socioeconomic level with orientations to life 
variables controlling for age of the respondents 
Vari­
ables" 
Correlation 
coefficient 
Partial 
correlation 
coefficient 
Vari­
ables 
Correlation 
coefficient 
Partial 
correlation 
coefficient 
.23 .23 
*1^ 13 -.09 -.08 
Vz 
1 00
 
— • 18 
Vl4 —. 16 -.17 
V3 .29 .29 Vl5 -.15 -.14 
V4 .03 .00 Xl?16 -.09 
00 0
 1 
X^ YS .01 -.01 Xl?17 -.24 -.23 
Ve .31 .31 *1*18 —, 08 -.04 
V? .13 .12 Vl9 .18 .20 
Xl?8 -.43 -.43 Xl?20 .07 .10 
V9 -.11 -.11 V2I -.21 -.21 
VlO -.14 -.14 Xl?22 —. 18 
0
 
CM r
 
Xl?ll .07 .07 Xl?23 1
 b
 
-.01 
*1*12 -.18 -.17 V24 -.06 -.06 
*1*25 -.07 
00 0
 1 
r^ " .15 Significant at the .05 level; r • .19 Significant at the .01 
level; r = .26 Significant at the .001 level. 
V^ariable identification: Xj^ -Socloeconomlc level; Y-Orlentations to 
life variables with numerical order the same as in Table 25. 
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Table 28. Correlations^  of socioeconomic level with orientations to life 
variables controlling for family size 
Vari­
ables® 
Correlation 
coefficient 
Partial 
correlation 
coefficient 
Vari­
ables 
Correlation 
coefficient 
Partial 
correlation 
coefficient 
Vl .23 .23 Vl3 -.09 -.09 
V2 — • 18 -.18 1^^ 14 —,16 -.17 
V3 .29 .25 Xl?15 -.15 -.14 
V4 .03 .04 Vl6 -.09 -.09 
V5 .01 .01 Xl?17 -.24 -.23 
Ve .31 .32 Vl8 -.08 -.05 
XiYy .13 .11 Vl9 .18 .19 
Va -.43 -.43 V20 .09 .10 
Xl?9 -.11 -.11 %1 -.21 -.21 
Xl?10 -.14 -.15 Xl?22 -.20 -.20 
Xl?ll .07 -.04 1^^ 23 -.01 -.01 
Vl2 -.18 -.18 V24 
Xl?25 
-.07 
— .08 
-.07 
-.08 
= .15 Significant at the .05 level; r •= .19 Significant at the .01 
level; r = .26 Significant at the .001 level. 
V^ariable Identification: X^ -Socloeconomlc level; Y-Orlentatlons to 
life variables with numerical order the same as In Table 25. 
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Table 29. Correlations of socioeconomic level with orientations to life 
variables controlling for age of the oldest minor child in the 
household 
Vari­
ables® 
Correlation 
coefficient 
Partial 
correlation 
coefficient 
Vari­
ables 
Correlation 
coefficient 
Partial 
correlation 
coefficient 
XiYi .23 .24 X1Y13 -.09 1
 b
 
00
 
*1^ 2 -.18 — • 18 X1Y14 —. 16 — • 16 
*1^ 3 .29 .29 X1Y15 -.15 -.14 
X1Y4 .03 .01 X1Y16 -.09 1
 b
 
00
 
X1Y5 .01 .00 X1Y17 -.24 -.23 
X1Y6 .31 .31 Xl?18 — .08 — .08 
X1Y7 .13 .12 X1Y19 .18 .18 
XlYg -.43 1 w
 
X1Y2O .07 .10 
X1Y9 -.11 -.12 Xl?21 -.21 -.20 
XlYlO -.14 -.14 %1?22 -.20 -.20 
XlYll .07 .03 Xl?23 -.01 -.01 
X1Y12 —• 18 -.17 Xl?24 -.07 -.07 
1^^ 25 
00 0
 1 b
 
00
 
®r • .15 Significant at the .05 level; r * .19 Significant at the .01 
level; r = .26 Significant at the .001 level. 
V^ariable identification: Xi-Socioeconomic level; Y-Orientations to 
life variables with numerical order the same as in Table 25. 
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socioeconomic scores and those of 25 scales for orientations to life when 
controlled by the respective demographic characteristics. 
Inspection of Tables 26 throu^  29 revealed that partial correlation 
coefficients for the four demographic characteristics were essentially 
the same as the zero order correlation coefficients. It was concluded 
that the relationships of the respective scores for orientations to life 
with socioeconomic scores were manifest without consideration of any one 
of the four demographic attributes. Thus, analyses of the associations 
of the Independent and dependent variables could be made without concern 
for the specified intervening variables. 
Socioeconomic Levels Associated with Orientations to Life 
As mentioned in the chapter, Framework of the Study, the primary 
hypothesis of the present investigation was that there were significant 
associations between socioeconomic level of families In small towns of 
southwest Iowa and the orientations to life of mothers in these families. 
Empirical hypotheses were posed after the development of scales for socio­
economic level and orientations to life. These secondary hypotheses were 
that there were significant relationships between family socioeconomic 
level and orientations of mothers to: (a) family, (b) community and (c) 
goal-values. The empirical hypotheses used to test these secondary 
propositions were; 
A. No correlation will be found between the scores for socioeconomic 
levai of the farsilles and tnothera' orientations toward the 
family, as indicated by scores for: 
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1. family coheslveness 
2. child-rearing practices 
3. marital satisfaction 
4. social mobility 
5. kinship. 
B. No correlation will be found between the scores for socioeconomic 
level of the families and mothers' orientations toward the 
community as indicated by scores for: 
1. community appraisal 
2. neighboring practices 
3. anomie. 
C. No correlation will be found between the scores for socioeconomic 
level of the families and mothers' goal-value orientation as 
indicated by scores for: 
1. school dropouts 
2. personal achievement 
3. educational status 
4. concrete rewards for employment 
5. job pessimism 
6. vertical mobility 
7. help with children's problems 
8. women's freedom of employment 
9. concreteness. 
D. No correlation will be found between the scores for socioeconomic 
level of the families and scores for eight attitudinal items that 
115 
did not become part of a cluster, factor or couplet but did 
represent various aspects of mothers' goal-value orientations. 
The results of tests for these empirical hypotheses are reported In Table 
30 and are grouped according to the secondary hypotheses. 
The correlations between socioeconomic level and each of the family 
orientation variables (family coheslveness, child-rearing practices, 
marital satisfaction, social mobility and kinship ties) are presented In 
part A of Table 30. 
A significant relationship between socioeconomic level and family 
coheslveness was found. The null hypothesis of no relationship between 
these variables was rejected at the .01 level of significance. This 
result indicated that the higher the score on family's socioeconomic level, 
the higher the respondent tended to score on attitudes representing family 
coheslveness. 
Negative correlation was found between socioeconomic level and child-
rearing attitudes of mothers. This correlation was significantly different 
from zero at the .05 level. Therefore, the empirical hypothesis of no 
relationship between the variables was rejected. These results revealed 
that the higher the score on socioeconomic level of the family, the lower 
the respondent's score tended to be on child-rearing attitudes. A low score 
on the latter variable indicated that mothers were inclined toward being 
permissive and flexible. Conversely, the lower the score on family's socio­
economic level, the higjher the respondent's score on child-rearing attitudes. 
Â high score implied that the mother tended to favor rigid and authoritarian 
patterns of child rearing. Similar results were reported by Kohn and Caroll 
(1960), Bronfenbrenner (1961) and Kohn (1969). 
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Table 30. Correlations* of socioeconomic level 
to life 
and scales of orientation 
Variables^  
Correlation 
coefficient 
Level of 
significance 
Â. Family orientations 
1. Family coheslveness 
2. Child-rearing attitudes 
3. Marital satisfaction 
4. Social mobility 
5. Kinship ties 
.23 . 
-.18 
.25 
.03 
.01 
P<.01** 
P<.05** 
P<.01* 
P>.05 
P>.05 
B. Community orientations 
6. Community appraisal 
7. Neighboring practices 
8. Anomie 
.31 
.13 
-.43 
P<.001*** 
C. Goal-value orientations 
9. School dropout 
10. Personal achievement 
11. Education as status 
12. Concrete rewards for employment 
13. Job pessimism 
14. Vertical mobility 
15. Help with children's problems 
16. Women's freedom of employment 
17. Concrete orientation 
-.11 
-.14 
.07 
-.18 
-.09 
-.16 
-.15 
-.09 
-.24 
P>.05 
P>.05 
P>.05^  
P<.05* 
P>.05^  
P<.05* 
P<.05 
D. Single attltudlnal items 
18. It Is important for children to get an 
education, no matter what it costs -.05 
19. The man should be the one to make all 
decisions about choosing his job .19 
20. The main reason for getting an education 
is personal satisfaction .09 
21. It is more Importnat for a boy to get an 
education beyond high school than for a girl -.21 
22. Some people just cannot finish high school, 
so why try -.20 
23. Host people can expect a better job sometime -.01 
24. I want a location which would make it easy 
for relatives to get together -.07 
25. I want a house with enough room so our par­
ents could move in with us if they wanted to -.08 
P>.05 
p<.oi 
P>.05 
P<.01 
P<.01' 
P>.05 
P>.05 
P>.05 
** 
** 
.** 
__^ r • .15 Significant at the .05* level; r • .19 Significant at the 
.01"" level; r - .26 Significtuiu aC the .001** level. 
V^ariable identification same as that of Table 25. 
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Inspection of part A in Table 30 revealed a positive relationship 
between family socioeconomic level and mothers' marital satisfaction. 
Therefore, the empirical hypothesis of no association between the two 
variables was rejected at the .01 level of significance. It appeared from 
the foregoing result that the higher the family's score on socioeconomic 
level, the higher the respondent tended to score favorably on attitudes 
expressing marital satisfaction. These findings were consistent with the 
results reported in an earlier study by Blood and Wolfe (1960). 
The correlation between socioeconomic level of families and Variable 
4 (social mobility) was not significantly different from zero at the .05 
level. Therefore, the Investigator did not have evidence to reject the 
null hypothesis. However, based on the mean scores and standard devia­
tions in Table 10, the group appeared to be relatively homogeneous on this 
variable. 
There was no correlation between socioeconomic level and Variable 5 
(kinship ties). Hence, the null hypothesis was not rejected at the .05 
level of significance. This result indicated that the scores on socio­
economic level did not appear to make any significant difference in 
mothers' scores on attitudes representing kinship ties. Findings were not 
consistent with those of Drabek and Boggs (1968) and Komarovsky (1962); 
however, the populations under study were different. Kinship ties may be 
a common attitude of families in small rural towns of Iowa. 
To summarize, inspection of the correlation of socioeconomic level 
with scores on family ûiflèûuatlûn variables revealed that there were 
significant associations between socioeconomic level of families and 
scores on family cohesiveness, child-rearing attitudes and marital 
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satisfaction. However, there was no association between socioeconomic 
level of families and respondents' scores on attitudes representing 
social mobility and kinship ties. 
In part B of Table 30 are reports of the correlations between socio­
economic level of families and community orientations of the respondents. 
Community orientation was comprised of Variable 6 (community appraisal), 
Variable 7 (neighboring practices) and Variable 8 (anomie). 
Inspection of the correlations between socioeconomic level and the 
respondent's community appraisal revealed a positive association. There­
fore, the hypothesis of no association between the variables was rejected 
at the .001 level of significance. Results indicated that the higher the 
score of socioeconomic level, the greater was the tendency of respondents 
to score high on items representing positive appraisals of their 
communities. 
The relationship between family's socioeconomic level and neighboring 
practices of the respondent was not significantly different from zero. 
Hence, there was no evidence to reject the null hypothesis at the .05 level 
of significance. This finding revealed that mothers' scores on attitudes 
favoring interaction with neighbors were Independent of scores on socio­
economic level. 
Approximately 18 percent of the variance was found to be in common 
between socioeconomic levels of families and anomie. This Inverse associ­
ation between the two variables provided evidence to reject the hypothesis 
of no relatiûûôhlp at the .001 level cf significance: When the family's 
score on socioeconomic level was high, the respondent's score on attitudes 
reflecting anomie feelings tended to be low. Similarly, the lower the 
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score on socioeconomic level, the higher the respondent tended to score on 
attitudes expressing anomlc feelings. This result was consistent with 
findings reported by Srole (1956), Wendell (1957) and Nelsen and Frost 
(1971). 
To summarize, the correlations of family socioeconomic levels with 
the community orientation scales (part B of Table 30) revealed three kinds 
of results; that Is, socioeconomic level was related positively with 
community appraisal and negatively with anomle at the .001 level of 
significance, but was not significantly associated with neighboring 
practices. 
The correlations between socioeconomic level of families and mothers' 
goal-value orientations are reported In part C of Table 30. Examination 
of this part of the table revealed that family socioeconomic level was not 
associated with Variable 9 (school dropout), Variable 10 (personal achieve­
ment) , Variable 11 (educational status), Variable 13 (job pessimism), or 
Variable 16 (women's freedom of employment). Therefore, the null hypothesis 
of no correlation between these variables was not rejected at the .05 level 
of significance. 
However, negative association was found between family socioeconomic 
level and Variable 12 (concrete rewards for employment). The Investigator 
rejected the hypothesis of no relationship at the .05 level of signifi­
cance. This result Indicated the lower the score on socioeconomic level, 
the higher the respondent tended to score on attitudes reflecting concrete 
rewards for enroloyment. Even though the correlation between the two 
variables Is too small to be meaningful, the direction of the relationship 
Is consistent with the results reported by Irelan (1967). 
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Examination of the correlation coefficients In Table 30 for socio­
economic level and Variable 14 (vertical mobility) and Variable 15 (help 
with children's problems) Indicated Inverse relationships between the 
variables. Hence, the investigator rejected the null hypotheses at the 
.05 level of significance. The correlations appeared to be too low for 
any meaningful explanation of these results. 
A significant Inverse assocatlon was found between Variable 17 
(concrete orientation) and family socioeconomic level. Therefore, the 
hypothesis of no relationship was rejected at the .01 level of signifi­
cance. This finding indicated that when the score on socioeconomic level 
of the family was high, the respondent's score on attitudes reflecting 
concrete orientation tended to be low. Similarly, a low score on family's 
socioeconomic level resulted in the respondent scoring high on attitudes 
favoring concrete orientation. 
In summary, correlation coefficients for socioeconomic level and 
mothers' goal-value orientation scales in Table 30 indicated that concrete 
rewards for employment, vertical mobility, help with children's problems 
and concrete orientation were inversely associated with socioeconomic level. 
However, no association was found between socioeconomic level and school 
dropout, personal achievement, education as status, job pessimism and 
women's freedom of employment. 
Part D of Table 30 includes the correlation coefficients for family 
socioeconomic level and eight single attitudlnal statements of orientations 
to life. Inspection of. the coefficients revealed that Variables 18, 20, 
23, 24 and 25 were not significantly different from zero. Therefore, for 
these variables, the null hypotheses were not rejected at the .05 level of 
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significance. However, a positive association was found between Variable 
19, an attltudlnal Item, and socioeconomic level of the family. Variables 
21 and 22 Indicated Inverse relationships with family socioeconomic level 
at the .01 level of significance. Thus, three out of eight attltudlnal 
items were associated with socioeconomic level. 
With respect to scales representing mothers' orientations to life, 
it was concluded that eight of the 17 scales were significantly related 
to the scale for socioeconomic level. 
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RECOMMENDATIONS 
No claim is made for generalization of results of this research to 
other populations than families with children under 18 years of age in 
small towns of southwest Iowa or for determination of adult education 
practices based on the results. However, examination of the findings in 
relation to those of other studies resulted in recommendations for con­
sideration by designers of future studies and for planners of adult 
education for similar groups of people. 
The following recommendations relate to adult education in home 
economics. It is recommended that: 
1. Knowledge of the degree of association between orientations to 
life of mothers and socioeconomic levels of families be used 
when planning programs in adult education in home economics. 
For exanq>le» such knowledge affects the choice of educational 
objectives and methods of utilizing motivations of potential 
participants. 
2. Adult educators recognize the varying orientations of life of 
mothers in order to be able to provide educational experiences 
which are meaningful to them. As an illustration, if mothers 
exhibit concrete orientation, they may be interested in clothing 
construction classes. The educator might start the program with 
such classes and gradually Incorporate content which is more 
abstract in nature. 
3. Educational experiences be provided which assure adults, 
especially those of low socioeconomic levels, of success. 
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Such success helps to boost their morale and encourages their 
motivation to participate in additional programs. 
Adult educators analyze the degree and direction of the associ­
ation between the socioeconomic levels of families and mothers' 
orientations to life such as anomie, child-rearing attitudes 
and concrete rewards for employment, as a basis for comprehending 
differences in group or individual motivations to participate in 
educational programs. For example, the lower socioeconomic level 
appears to have the highest proportion of members who have anomic 
feelings and concrete orientational systems. They are 
characterized as having great need for training that would 
Increase their chances for employment and more favorable positions 
in society. The lack of participation in educational programs on 
the part of members of this group may be less due to low motiva­
tion or apathy than to a disbelief that such efforts will be 
rewarded. 
Adult educators utilize knowledge of variation in orientations of 
individuals and groups as they identify and guide potential 
participants in adult education programs. 
Remedial education programs in home economics be designed to help 
qualify adults for further education or employment, incorporate 
objectives related to the mothers* orientational system as a 
means of improving effectiveness of the programs. 
To facilitate participation by mothers of all ages in small towns 
of southwest Iowa, a program should have flexible time schedules 
convenient for participants, offer training and retraining 
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programs In vocational skills for those planning to re-enter 
the labor force, and employ paraprofesslonals from the groups 
of women for whom programs are being planned as a means of 
building trust and reaching participants through a variety of 
methods. 
8. Church and other leaders In the community be Involved In planning 
adult education programs because of their Important roles as 
change agents. 
9. Adult learners be Involved In the planning process for adult 
education programs In home economics. 
10. An evaluation of adult education programs In small towns of 
southwest Iowa be conducted. Respondents Indicated that 
opportunities for adult education were limited. New programs 
and opportunities should be planned to facilitate their con­
tinuing education. 
In regard to further research It Is recommended that: 
1. Concepts of socioeconomic level and orientations to life be 
defined conceptually by the researchers before measurement 
techniques are applied. 
2. Further research be done on the development of scales of 
orientations to life because of the limited ability to measure 
the components of this broad concept. 
3. In subsequent research. Items be developed for measuring the 
concept? In the various categories of orientations to life, 
4. The size of each scale be at least 10 to 20 Items to meet one of 
the several criteria for scale development. 
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5. The Items provide for a wider range of response levels in order 
to be more sensitive to variations among respondents. 
6. Factor analysis be done for obtaining a composite score of 
socioeconomic level and of orientation to life to facilitate 
reduction of data and extraction of relevant factors. 
7. Factor analysis be done only if the sample size is large in 
order to obtain stable weights. 
8. Responses regarding orientations to life be obtained from the 
father and older children as well as from the mother because 
no one person can accurately reflect the orientations of all 
family members, or of the family as a group. If responses were 
obtained from these three types of family members, the extent 
of consistency of their orientations could be identified. When 
responses are highly consistent for a given item, it could be 
used as a measure of overall family orientation. 
9. Additional attltudlnal items from the NC-90 instrument be included 
as indicants of orientations to life; for example, family centrism 
and the decision-making process. 
10. If cluster analysis is used as a method of scale development, 
scores for all the items be standardized in order to have 
homogeneity of variance. 
11. For purposes of prediction, a stepwise regression analysis be 
applied to the data. For example, the researcher should regress 
several independent variables against a given dependent variable, 
such as anomie, marital satisfaction or concrete orientation. 
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Regression facilitates prediction of the extent of relatedness 
of the dependent variable to the independent variables. 
12. A composite score of socioeconomic level be developed by regressing 
the indicators of total money income, occupational type of main 
earner, education of husband and wife, housing quality assessed by 
the interviewer, and community participation of husband and wife 
against a dependent variable, such as anomle, marital satisfaction 
or concrete orientation. On the basis of this study, the computed 
multiple regression equation for anomle with all Independent vari­
ables standardized was: 
A 
Y (estimated anomle) - .03 JUg (occupation) + 
.11 X2 (money income) + .14 Xg (education) + 
.16 (housing quality) + .20 (community participation) 
Although the signs for the Beta coefficients in this equation were 
negative in this study, the signs have been converted to positive 
with the understanding that the direction of coding for anomle 
would need to be reversed. 
13. Regression techniques be applied so that the socioeconomic level 
variables could be used to optimize the prediction of a composite 
score of orientations to life. Thus, socioeconomic level would 
not be regarded as an attribute in and of itself but rather as a 
composite of weighted characteristics which indicate the expected 
variations in the orientations to life of mothers, fathers, 
children and of feuilles : Mesn'^'hilc, the veldts for the charac­
teristics comprising the measure of socioeconomic level could be 
obtained by regression. The variables to form the composite score 
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of orientations to life could be determined on the basis of factor 
analysis. If a composite score of orientations to life of 
individuals or families was developed, it could be used as a 
criterion variable to be regressed on the socioeconomic variables. 
The main use of socioeconomic level variables would be to 
partition total variance for orientations to life into that 
explained or unexplained by socioeconomic factors. Other possible 
contributing factors such as age of the respondent and family size 
could be examined against the unexplained partition of the 
variance of orientatiions to life to determine their contribution 
after the socioeconomic factors have been considered. 
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SUMMASX 
Previous research has revealed that individuals and groups who differ 
in socioeconomic circumstances also tend to have different orientations to 
life. The use of socioeconomic criteria in research, education and other 
action programs, and public policy making necessitates periodically improv­
ing and updating methods for identifying the socioeconomic levels of 
individuals, families and other household groups. 
Various researchers have developed scales or indices to measure socio­
economic level for specific population groups and have suggested validation 
of such scales before using them for populations unlike those in the 
original investigations. Hence, this investigator believed it necessary to 
develop specific measures of socioeconomic level that would be applicable 
to the type of rural population on which this study is based. 
The present study was undertaken to explore ways in which socioeconomic 
levels of families were associated with the orientations to life of the 
mothers. The population was restricted to families who resided in small 
towns of southwest Iowa and who had one or more children under 18 years of 
age in the home. The specific objectives of this study were: 
1. To develop indicants and measures of: 
a. socioeconomic level 
b. orientations to life 
2. To determine associations between socioeconomic levels of the 
families and the mothers' orientations to life 
3. To Investigate the degree of relationship between socioeconomic 
129 
level and orientations to life when controlling for a few 
demographic characteristics 
4. To prepare recommendations for: 
a. facilitating participation in adult education in home 
economics 
b. further research on measurement of socioeconomic level 
and orientations to life. 
The general hypotheses of the present study were: 
1. The composite dimensions of socioeconomic level and of dimensions 
of mothers' orientations to life comprise unidimensional scales. 
2. Scales for socioeconomic level and mothers' orientations to life 
are significantly associated. 
3. Demographic characteristics contribute to the associations between 
socioeconomic level and orientations to life. 
Data used in the present study had been obtained by personal inter­
views in 1970 as part of an interregional project (NC-90) to which project 
1726 in the Iowa Agriculture and Home Economics Experiment Station was a 
contributor. The project was focused on factors affecting patterns of 
living of disadvantaged families. Through Iowa project 1737, supplemental 
data were obtained concerning human resources, community opportunities, 
family life patterns and interviewers' assessments of the qualities of 
housing occupied by the families. 
Eight towns had been selected at random from a list of 18 small 
plâCeS Viku pûpulâbxCûS UBbwêëîl 1,000 ôïîu 2,300 ilï 13 Cûuûkiêâ wf Swubuwcêb 
lowa. Respondents were limited to female homemakers under 65 years of age 
who had one or more children under 18 years of age living in the home. 
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Personal Interviews In eligible familles of random samples of households 
within each of the eight towns yielded 185 usable records. 
After the Interview records had been edited for conpleteness, 
accuracy and consistency, they were coded according to Instructions 
developed for the Interregional project (NC-90). However, for purposes 
of the present study, this Interviewer recoded some of the data such as 
those for family composition and for occupational types based on classi­
fications other than the one developed for the NC-90 study. From the 
data available. Items were chosen that were judged to be potentially 
related to family socioeconomic level and mothers' orientations to life. 
Before application of statistical techniques for scaling, the 
selected Items were examined more carefully for their relevance In the 
present study by Inspecting a 150 by 150 correlation matrix computed by 
the Fearsonlan Product-Moment formula. Subsequently, several statistical 
techniques were used to develop the scales used In the study and to deter­
mine whether or not overall scales could be created for socioeconomic level 
and the orientations to life of the mothers. 
Cluster analysis was used to select Items as well as to reduce data. 
Clusters of variables were determined on the basis of the Intercorrelatlons 
of several groups of variables. For each of the continuous variables, 
means and standard deviations were computed. 
Included In the data available were responses to 40 attltudlnal state­
ments. These were expected to cluster and comprise scales for four themes 
and employment. However, the Items for each theme seldom met the criteria 
for clustering. Therefore, factor analysis was applied to the data to 
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Identify other themes that might factor from the 40 Items and be meaningful 
as measures of goal-value orientations to life. An unconstrained factor 
analysis with PA-2 Varlmax rotation according to the Statistical Package 
for the Social Sciences (1970) program was done. 
Criteria for the addltlvity of scales developed by Warren ^  
(1969) were used to evaluate the scales of socioeconomic level and orienta­
tions to life. 
In order to identify the effects of selected demographic characteris­
tics on associations between socioeconomic level and mothers' orientations 
to life, first order partial correlations were computed according to the 
SPSS program. Further, regression analysis was done to enable the 
investigator to offer recommendations for subsequent research in. regard 
to assigning weights to the components of conqposite measures of socio­
economic level. 
Findings of the present study are reported and discussed in the order 
of the stated objectives. To develop a scale for socioeconomic level» 
attention was given first to selection of measures to be used for family 
money income, occupational type, level of formal education, housing quality 
as assessed by the interviewers, the respondent's rating of her family's 
housing, and extent of community participation by the homemaker and her 
spouse. After consideration of the correlations of three possible measures 
each for money income, occupational type and educational level, the 
indicators selected were disposable money income for the year prior to the 
istcrvic;:, the %Gk9G prcjsct classiflcaticû of occupôwloûôl type, aad the 
mean grades of education completed by respondent and husband. Scale 
measures for assessed housing quality, respondent's rating of housing. 
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and community participation were determined by evaluation of the clusters 
formed by their respective component items. Thus, the following six 
potential components of a scale for socioeconomic level were selected: 
1. Disposable money Income 
2. Mean grades of education completed by respondent and husband 
3. Occupational type of main earner as coded by the NC-9Q 
classification 
4. Overall housing quality as assessed by the interviewer 
5. Respondent's rating of her family's housing 
6. Community participation of the homemaker and spouse. 
Each of these six components, as well as eight possible combinations, 
were appraised for their appropriateness for inclusion as components 
in a scale for family socioeconomic level. As a result of these evalua­
tions, it was decided to drop the scores for the mothers' ratings of 
family housing. Further, the best combination of components for an overall 
scale seemed to be disposable money income, occupational type of main 
earner, mean years of formal education of husband and wife, overall housing 
quality as assessed by the interviewer and community participation by the 
husband and wife. 
Because of concern about differences in variance of the components of 
the socioeconomic scale when raw scores were used, the data for the 
components were transformed to standard scores and correlation matrices 
based on standard scores as well as the raw scores were computed and 
evaluated. Tlié Eêëultâ indicated kliôt uliê COSipOSltê ôcorê ûf socloêconomlc 
level based on standard scores had a coefficient alpha of .72 in contrast 
with .49 for composite scores based on the raw data. Therefore, the 
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composite scale of socioeconomic level based on standard scores was 
selected for subsequent analysis in the present study. Further, the 
hypothesis was supported that a composite scale for identifying socio­
economic level could be developed. 
Measures for mothers' orientations to life, comprised of items that 
met the criteria for forming a cluster, were identified. The eight 
clusters were as follows: 
Family orientations : Family cohesiveness 
Child-rearing attitudes 
Marital satisfaction 
Social mobility 
Kinship ties 
Community orientations: Community appraisal 
Neighboring practices 
Anomie 
Since the 40 attitudinal items related to goal-values did not cluster 
as conceptualized, they were subjected to factor analysis. This procedure 
yielded six factors of three items and three couplets. All of the Included 
items had factor loadings of .30 or above and represented content related 
to orientations to life. A list of these measures follows: 
Factors : School dropout 
Personal achievement 
Education as status 
Concrete rewards of employment 
Job pessimism 
Vertical mobility 
Couplets: Help with children's problems 
Women's freedom of employment 
Concrete orientation 
In addition, eight single attitudinal items that did not factor were 
retained for subsequent analysis. 
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The respective scales representing family, community and goal-value 
orientations of the mothers were evaluated for addltlvlty. All Items In 
the scales exceeded the criterion for minimum acceptable Itemr-total corre­
lation. The average Intercorrelatlon coefficients of the Items appeared 
to be moderate. Coefficient alpha, a measure of reliability, was .70 and 
above for clusters on family coheslveness, marital satisfaction, social 
mobility, kinship ties, community appraisal, neighboring practices, anomle 
and concrete rewards of eoqployment. One cluster, child-rearing attitudes, 
and the remaining factors and couplets had low values of coefficient alpha. 
Since the number of Items within each scale was less than 10, any evalua­
tion based on independence of Item means and Item standard deviations would 
be tenuous. However, It appeared that the pattern of relationship between 
the two tended to be Independent. 
To test the hypothesis that a single scale for mothers' orientations to 
life would be identified, the several scale values representing this general 
concept were intercorrelated. Examination of the matrix revealed that most 
of the scales tended to be independent. However, it appeared that the 
empirical measures used did measure several but not all of the dimensions 
of orientations to life. Therefore, the general hypothesis that the NC-90 
data could be used to develop a composite measure of orientations to life 
was rejected. 
It.was further hypothesized that certain demographic characteristics 
of the mothers and their families would confound the correlations between 
the socioécoAOmle lâvêl âûd ûtwthôrô' cricûtôtlcns te life. The intervening 
variables examined were extent of contribution of respondents toward total 
family money income, age of the respondents, family size and age of oldest 
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minor child living at home. Examination of the partial correlation 
coefficients for these four demographic characteristics revealed that they 
were essentially the same as the zero order correlations. Thus, analysis 
of the associations of the Independent and dependent variables could be 
made without concern for the specified Intervening variables and the 
hypothesis was rejected. 
The central thesis of the present study was to identify significant 
associations between socioeconomic level of families and the orientations 
to life of mothers in small towns of southwest Iowa. It was hypothesized 
that no correlation would be found between socioeconomic level and scores 
for the respective scales representing the mothers' orientations to family, 
community and goal-values. 
With respect to the five empirical variables used to represent the 
mothers' orientations to family, scores on scales for family cohesiveness 
and marital satisfaction were positively associated with family socioeco­
nomic level at the .01 level of significance and an inverse relationship 
significant at the .05 level was found for mothers' attitudes concerning 
child rearing. However, no association was evident between socioeconomic 
level and scores for social mobility and kinship ties. 
Two of the three scales for community orientations of mothers were 
significantly related to socioeconomic level at the .001 level. They were 
community appraisal and anomle with positive and negative correlations, 
respectively. Ho association was found between socioeconomic level and 
Nine factors and couplets were used to represent the mothers' goal-
value orientation. Of these, the five that were not associated 
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significantly with, socioeconomic level were school dropout, personal 
achievement, education as status, job pessimism and women's freedom of 
employment. However, significant inverse associations at the .05 level 
were found between socioeconomic level and scores for orientation to 
concrete rewards for employment, vertical mobility and help with children's 
problems, and at the .01 level between socioeconomic level and concrete 
orientation. 
Of eight single attitudinal items selected to represent certain 
aspects of mothers* orientations to life, three were significantly associ­
ated with socioeconomic level at the .01 level. 
From the foregoing findings it was concluded that the higher the 
family socioeconomic level, the more the mothers with children under the 
age of 18 at home in small towns of southwest Iowa tended to be orientated 
toward 1) viewing their families as cohesive, 2) expressing greater 
marital satisfaction, 3) being permissive in child-rearing attitudes, 
4) appraising their communities favorably, and 5) respecting sources 
of help with children's problems; and the less they tended to be orientated 
toward 1) anomie, 2) concrete rewards for employment, 3) vertical mobility, 
and 4) valuing concrete aspects of life. 
At the close of the study, findings and information from related 
studies were used to develop 10 recommendations for adult education in 
home economics. Special focus was on increasing participation in adult 
education as well as increasing opportunities and improving the quality 
of educational programa for adults, particularly those in southwest Iowa. 
With respect to research, a number of recommendations were made in 
relation to the design of future research. Special attention was given 
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to Improved conceptualization of socioeconomic levels and orientations to 
life as well as to several ways of improving measurement and analytical 
techniques. 
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APPENDIX A: EXCEBPTS FROM DATA GATHERING INSTRUMENTS 
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NC 90 - Patterns of Family Living Questionnaire 
1. Your family and others who live with you. 
a b c d e f g h 1 j 
Family Rel. to S A Sch. gr. Months in household Extent 
member main female e g Ocomp. past 12 months chronic 
number homemaker X e I-in E»entered L-left Illness or 
Year # Mo. Why? disability 
(1) main female C E 
homemaker F I L 1 2 3 4 5 
(2) M C £ 
F I L 1 2 3 4 5 
(3) M C E 
F I L 1 2 3 4 5 
(4) M C E 
F I L 1 2 3 4 5 
(5) M C E 
F I L 1 2 3 4 5 
(6) M C E 
F I L 1 2 3 4 5 
(7) M C E 
F I L 1 2 3 4 5 
(8) M c E 
F I L 1 2 3 4 5 
(9) M c E 
F 1 I L 1 2 3 4 5 
Were there any members of your family who lived here N Y 
this past year who are not here now? 1 2 
4. Have you had any special job training other than N Y 
high school or college? 1 2 
What was the nature of this job training? 
C 
5. Has husband (IF HUSBAND IN FAMILY) had any special 
job training other than high school or college? N Y DA 
12 9 
What was the nature of this job training? 
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IF RESPONDENT IS W MOTHER OF A MINOR CHILD IN THE FMLY, ASK; 
Ages: « . , . , , . . , 
CIRCLE THOSE DECEASED (AGE AT DEATH). 
7. When was this family started? 
RECORD AS NUMBER OP YEARS AGO. 
IF FAMILY SITUATION IS TOO COMPLEX, 
CHECK HERE AND GO TO QUESTION 8. 
DOES THIS NUMBER OF YEARS REFER TO WHEN 
THE HUSBAND AND WIFE STARTED MARRIED N Y 
LIFE? 1 2 
OR WHEN THE FIRST CHILD IN THIS FAMILY N Y 
WAS BORN? 1 2 
OR WHEN THE OLDEST CHILD CAME TO LIVE WITH N Y 
THIS FAMILY? 1 2 
We're interested in where people came from before they moved where they 
now live. 
8. a. Where were you born, that is, where was your mother living 
6. Have you had other children that are not listed 
in the preceding table? 
Number: 0, 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9. 
N Y 
1 2 
when you were born? 
C 
City or County State Nation 
(if not USA) 
b. Was this more than $0 miles from here? 
N Y 
1 2 
9. How much of your life have you lived in rural areas 
that is, in the country or in a town of under 
2,500 people? 
None 1 
Less than half 2 
Over half 3 
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IF NONE, GO TO QUESTION 11. 
10. During the first l8 years of your life, hov many years 
did you live: (FIGURES SHOULD ADD TO 1875" 
(a) On a farm 
(h) Open country (not farm) 
(c) In small tovn under 2,500 
(d) Other 
IF NO HUSBAND IN FAMILY, GO TO QUESTION 13, 
11. a. Where vas your husband born, that is, where 
vas his mother living vhen he vas born? 
City or County State Nation 
(if not USA) 
b. Was this more than $0 miles from here? 
N Y 
1 2 
12. Hov much of his life has your husband lived in rural 
areas: that is, in the country or in a tovn of under 
2,500 people? 
Less than 
Over 
Don't 
None 1 
half 2 
half 3 
All U 
knov 9 
13. Hov long ago did this family move into this home? 
lU. Hov many times has this family moved in the 
past 5 years? 
rears C 
times C 
15. Hov many times has this family moved in the 
past year? times C 
l6. What language is generally used in this home? 
Other (specify) 
English 1 
Spanish 2 
; 
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20. Do you think your family is better or worse off than 
it was 3 years ago? 
a. Financially? 
b. Living conditions? 
c. Job opportunities for 
income earner? 
d. Opportunities for children? 
(recreation, education, 
jobs, etc.) 
Worse 
1 
Same 
2 
Better 
3 
3 
3 
Doesn't 
apply 
h 
k 
k 
DK 
9 
9 
9 
We are now going to look at some statements of the way people feel about 
life. These may or may not apply to you. We'd like to know how you feel 
about them. There are no right or wrong answers but we would like to have 
you tell us the extent to which you agree or disagree using the following 
words. 
Definitely agree A 
Tend to agree a 
Not sure 
Tend to disagree d 
Definitely disagree D 
21, A man with an education is more respected A a d D 
than an uneducated man. 5 1» 3 2 1 
22. It is more important to take training which 
leads to a Job than to take art, drama, or A a d D 
music lessons which do not. 5 1» 3 2 1 
23. The best reason for getting an education is A a d D 
so you can be equal to others. 5 U 3 2 1 
2k. The most important thing about getting a job A a d D 
is being at the right place at the right time. 5 U 3 2 1 
25. Too many people on the job are just out for A a d D 
themselves and don't really care for anyone else. 5 It 3 2 1 
26. It is important for a child to have respect A a d D 
for his teacher. 5 U 3 2 1 
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27. Most people can expect a better A a d D 
job sometime. 1 2 3 U 5 
28. Few people really look forward A a d D 
to their vork. 5 k 3 2 1 
29. The best education trains A a d D 
for a Job. 5 1» 3 2 1 
30. Families can get help vith their 
children's problems from school and A a d D 
other places. 1 2 3 k 5 
31. It is easier to get discouraged when A a d D 
others are better on the Job. 5 U 3 2 1 
32. Some people Just cannot finish A a d D 
high school so why try. 5 k 3 2 1 
33. When a child has problems there is no use 
getting in touch with the school A a d D 
because they aren't really interested. 5 k 3 2 1 
3U. It is a good idea to have more women A a d D 
as bosses on the job. 1 2 3 k 5 
35. It helps to get ahead in a Job if A a d D 
you learn more about it. 1 2 3 I 5 
36. It is more important for a boy to get 
an education beyond high school than A a d D 
for a girl. 5 U 3 2 1 
37. If the family needs more money it is 
all right for a child to quit school A a d D 
and help out for awhile. 5 1» 3 2 1 
38. The amount of work done on a job is 
more important than how well you do A a d D 
the job. 5 U 3 2 1 
39. A good job makes a person want to take A a d D 
an interest in his community. 1 2 3 k 5 
Uo. It makes no difference which Job you take 
A a TK 
anyway. 5 I 3 2 1 
Ijl. It is import emt to do a job you can be proud A a d D 
of even if it is more than the boss expects. 1 2 3 k 5 
153 
1*2. It is a waste of tine for people who have 
little talent in an area, to take lessons A a d D 
in, for example, art. 5 !* 3 2 1 
1*3. In getting a job it is not what you know A a d D 
but who you know. 5 1* 3 2 1 
Itl». It is important for a girl to get an A a d D 
education beyond high school. 1 2 3 1* 5 
1*5. The main reason for getting an education A a d D 
is personal satisfaction. 1 2 3 1* 5 
l»6. It is all right for women to hold jobs A a d D 
which are usually men's jobs. 1 2 3 1* 5 
1*7. Friends and relatives can give the best A a d D 
information about Jobs. 5 1* 3 2 1 
1*8. It is important for children to get an A a d D 
education no matter what it costs. 1 2 3 1* 5 
1*9. It is all right for a woman to work A a d D 
outside the home Just because she likes to. 1 2 3 1* 5 
50. A person should leave a job he likes for 
a job he does not like if it pays more A a d D 
money. 1 2 3 1* 5 
51. It would be a good idea to have more A a d D 
young people, than we now have, as bosses. 1 2 3 1* 5 
52. Even though it may cause our children to 
move away to a distant city to get a good A a d D 
job they need to get a good education. 5 1* 3 2 1 
53. Getting along with other workers is more A a d D 
important than the pay you get. 5 1* 3 2 1 
51*. People are better accepted by others if A a d D 
they have an education or Job training. 1 2 3 1* 5 
55. The man should be the one to make all the A a d D 
decisions about choosing his job. 5 1* 3 2 1 
56. Pay is more important in choosing a job A a d D 
than what the job is. 5 1* 3 2 1 
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57* It is all right to drop out of high 
school if more money is needed to buy A a d D 
clothing for the family. 5 1* 3 2 1 
$8. Parents and children don*t get ^ong as 
veil when the children have more education A a d D 
than the parents. 5 k 3 2 1 
59. Keeping the house clean is more important A a d D 
than reading. 5 3 2 1 
60. It is all right to drop out of high school A a d D 
if the student isn't interested. 5 k 3 2 1 
Nov ve vould like to talk about you and your (family) relatives vho 
do not live here in this household. 
82. First of all, do you have relatives vithin 
visiting distance (visiting distance means 
you vould go and return the same day)? 
IF NO, GO TO QUESTION 87. 
IF YES, thinking of your contacts vith these relatives, please 
ansver "yes" if these statements fit you and "no" if they 
do not fit you: 
83. I get help from relatives more than from N Y 
people not related to me. 12 
8U. I give help to relatives more than to NY 
people not related to me. 12 
8$. I about problems more vith relatives N Y 
than vith people not related to me. 12 
86. I spend more time vith relatives than N Y 
vith people not related to me. 1 2 
N Y 
1 2 
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Nov ve vould like to ask some questions about vhat your family 
does together. 
Hot 
impor- Impor­
tant Uncer- tant 
to me tain to me 
87. Generally, I like our family to 
spend evenings together. 12 3 
88. I vant a house vhere our family 
can spend time together. 12 3 
89. I vant a location vhich vould 
make it easy for relatives 
to get together. 12 3 
90. I vant a house vith enough room 
so our parents could move in 
vith us if they vanted to. 1 2 3 
IF PARENTS ARE DECEASED# MARK 9.  ^
Please tell me hov much your family does the following things. 
Some- Sel-
Often times dom Never 
91. Hov often do you go places 
together as a family? U 
92. Hov often does your family 
eat at least one meal a day 
together? It 
93. Hov often do family members 
vork around the home together? !» 
9^. Hov often do family members 
relax around the home together 
—talking, vatching TV or 
doing things like this? U 
95* Do you and any of your neighbors 
go shopping or do other things 
together? k 
96. Do you and any of your neighbors 
borrov things from each other, 
take care of each other's 
children, or do other favors for 
each other? li 
1 
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97. How much time would you say you 
spend visiting, or chatting with 
neighbors or friends on an 
average weekday? MAY INCLUDE 
TELEPHONE CHATS IF RESPONDENT 
ASKS ABOUT THIS. hours 
98. If you work, how much time would 
you say you spend visiting or 
chatting with fellow workers 
on an average work day? hours 
DA 
9 
99. Of your (H & W, IP BOTH IN FAMILY) 
closest friends, how many live 
within three or four blocks (or 
H mile) from your home? You 
may count relatives as friends if 
you want. 0 12 3 tor more 
DA 
9 
100. Of the persons who most often come 
to see you or whom you visit, how 
many are relatives (OF EITHER 
H OR W)? 0123 Uor more 
DA 
9 
Do you, or your husband, now attend on a regular basis any of these groups? 
Neither H or W H and W 
10$. Church 1 2 3 9 
106. Groups connected with 
church (ladies' aid, men's 
club, etc.) 1 239 
107. PTA or other community 
groups. 1 239 
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Neither H or W H and W 
108. Lodge, VFW, or other 
groups like this. 
109. Recreation groups 
(sports teams, sewing 
club, card groups, etc.). 12 3 9 
110. Union, or other groups 
connected with job. 12 3 9 
Please tell me whether you agréé or disagree with these statements: 
Definitely agree A 
Tend to agree a 
Not sure 
Tend to disagree d 
Definitely disagree D 
111. Respect for parents is the most A a d D 
i m p o r t a n t  t h i n g  k i d s  s h o u l d  l e a r n .  $ 4 3 2 1  
112. Most kids should be toilet trained A a d D 
by 15 months of age. 5 k 3 2 1 
113. It is more important to have a well 
run home than lots of friends to visit A a d D 
with. 5 L 3 2 1 
Ilk. Kids should be nicer than they are to 
their mothers since their mothers A a d D 
suffer so much for them. 5 k 3 2 1 
A a d D 
115. Most kids should be spanked more often. $4321 
116. It's not all right for boys and girls to A a d D 
see each other undressed before age 5. 5 k 3 2 1 
117. A child should be taken away from the A a d D 
breast or bottle as soon as possible. 5 h 3 2 1 
118. The main goal of a parent is to see that A a d D 
the kids stay out of trouble. 5 L 3 2 1 
IF NO HUSBAND IN FAMILY GO TO QUESTION 133. 
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129. How satisfied are you with your 
husband's understanding of your 
problems and feelingat 
130. How satisfied are you with the 
attention you receive from your 
husband? 
131* How satisfied are you with your 
husband's help around home? 
132. How satisfied are you with the 
time you and your husband 
spend Just talking? 
SATISFIED DISSATISFIED 
Some- Some-
Very what \rtiat Very 
k 3 
k 3 
k 3 
k 3 
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For many families today, it seems that the money income they have comes 
from a number of places—that is, not just from working or having a 
business of their own. One of the things we need to find out in 
our study is how many different kinds of money income families depend 
on. I have here a list of different income sources. From which of 
these did your family get its Income during the past year? 
Amount received 
Income Sources. last yeart 
a. EARNED INCOME: 
133. Salary or wages N Y 
13k. Profit from own business N Y 
135. Roômers and/or boarders N Y 
136. Sale of homemade products N Y 
137. Bonus, commission N Y 
138. Income tax refund N Y 
leave blank, see p.22 
leave blank, see p.21 
b. RETURNS FROM INVESTMENTS: 
139. Rents received from property N Y 
lUO. Interest and dividends N Y 
lUl. Annuities, trusts, periodic 
insurance payments N Y 
142. Royalties N Y 
c. SOCIAL SECURITY: 
IU3. Survivor's benefits, OASI N Y 
IkU. Disability benefits N Y 
lbs. Retirement benefits N Y 
d. BENEFITS RELATED TO JOB: 
IU6. Workmen's compensation N Y 
IU7. Disability insurance N Y 
IU8. Unenqployment insurance 
(include SUB - supple­
mentary unempl^rment 
benefits - if paid by 
company). N Y 
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e. ARMED SERVICE BENEFITS: 
149. Serviceman's psy or family 
allotment N Y 
150. Veteran's educational 
benefits N Y 
151. Pension, disability or 
retirement N Y 
f . WELFARE PAYMENTS: 
152. Aid to the blind N Y 
153. Aid to permanently and 
totally disabled N Y 
m. Old Age Assistance N Y 
155. Aid to families vith 
dependent children 
(ADC or AFCC) N Y 
156. General Welfare assistance N Y 
157. Private agency aid N Y 
g . LEGAL ARRANGBŒHTS: 
158. Child support payments N Y 
159. Alimony or equivalent N Y 
160. Other (specify) N Y 
h . GIFTS AND INHERITANCES: 
l6l. Money gifts, prizes. 
windfalls N Y 
162. Money inherited N Y 
163. Life insurance benefits 
(lump sum only) N Y 
We vant to ask about all the people in the family vho have vorked this 
past 12 months» vhat they did, and hov much they earned during the time 
they lived in this household. If their total earnings were less than 
$100 during the 12 months ve von't need to put them down. 
ENTER EACH JOB OH A SEPARATE LIHE. 
161». Have you (or others) held any other job during these past 
12 months? 
IF 80, REPEAT QUESTIONS FOR ALL OTHER JOBS. 
a b c d e 
Family 
member 
number 
What kind 
of job? 
What business, 
industry, or 
product? 
C 
0 
d 
e 
Number 
of 
employers? 
Number 
of 
weeks 
worked? 
Number 
of 
hours per 
week? 
; 
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16$. Which persons worked 2 or more jobs at the same time 
(moonlighting)? 
CIRCLE FAMILY MEMBER NUMBER AND INDICATE BY A LINE OR ARROW 
WHICH JOBS WERE WORKED AT THE SAME TIME. 
CHECK AMOUNT OF TAKE HOME PAY PER YEAR WITH RESPONDENT EACH TIME. 
(CALCULATIONS NOT TO BE CODED) f 
Length of 
pay 
period? 
Amount of 
take home 
pay per 
neriod? 
Does this 
ever vary 
$ (10%) 
or more? 
Calculations Amount of 
take home pay 
per year? 
No Yes 
-
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Community Opportunities Supplement to NC-90 Survey 
How would you rate this town as far as: 
Very 
poor 
Below 
ave. 
Aver­
age 
Above 
ave. 
Excel­
lent 
1. Community pride? 1 2 3 4 5 
2. Participation of people 
in conmunity affairs? 1 2 3 4 5 
3. Community attitude toward 
industrial development? 1 2 3 4 5 
4. Attitudes of businessmen 
toward industrial deve­
lopment? 1 2 3 4 5 
5. Job opportunities for: 
a. youth? 1 2 3 4 5 
b. adults? 1 2 3 4 5 
6. Your opportunities to get 
to know people? 1 2 3 4 5 
7. Opportunities for adult 
education? 1 2 3 4 5 
8. Your opportunity to have a 
say in community affairs? 1 2 3 4 5 
9. Effectiveness of the city 
government 1 2 3 4 5 
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H. We're also trying to find out how people in this town feel about things in 
general. To do this we're asking the women we talk with five questions abou 
how much they agree or disagree with the following statements. Please ten 
me how much you agree by choosing one of the answers on this card which re­
presents your own personal experiences. 
INTERVIEWER PRESENT CARD NO. 
1 2 3 4 5 
1. There's little use in writing to public officials SD D U A SA 
because often they aren't really interested in 
the problems of the average man. 
2. Noifadays a person has to live pretty much for 
today and let tomorrow take care of itself. 1 2 3 4 5 
3. In spite of what some people say, the lot of 
the average man is getting worse, not better. 1 2 3 4 5 
4. It's hardly fair to bring children into the world, 
the way things look for the future. 1 2 3 4 5 
5. These days a person doesn't really know whom he 
can count on. 1 2 3 4 5 
3. How do you compare your housing to that of others? Do you think this 
house is worse, the same, or better than most? 
When compared with: DK Worse Same Better 
a. Your relatives? 0 12 3 
b. Your close friends? 0 12 3 
c. Your close neighbors? 0 12 3 
d. Most houses in this community? 0 12 3 
I 
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INTERVIEWER'S CHECK LIST (for NC-90 Community Supplement) 
HOUSING CHARACTERISTICS 
A. Number of stories in the structure: 
B. Type of structure: 
Basement only 0 
One 1 
One & one-half 2 
Two. 3 
More than two 4 
Other  ^
Dwelling (s) only 1 
In business building 2 
Mobile home 3 
Other 4 
Not observable 8 
No information 9 
II. HOUSING QUALITY 
A. General Impression of Interior: Poor 
1. Basic structural condition of in­
terior 1 
2. Overall aesthetic appearance of 
Interior 1 
3. Overall impression of housekeeping 1 
B. General Impression of Exterior: 
1. Basic structural condition of 
exterior 1 
2. Overall aesthetic appearance of 
exterior 1 
3. Overall upkeep of exterior 1 
C. General Impression of Neighborhood: 
1. Orderliness and upkeep of neigh­
borhood 1 
2. Overall aesthetic appearance of 
neighborhood 1 
3. Consistency in general quality of 
structures in the neighborhood 1 
Below 
ave. 
2 
2 
2 
2 
2 
2 
Ave. 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
Above 
ave. 
4 
4 
4 
4 
4 
4 
Excellent 
5 
5 
5 
5 
5 
5 
5 
5 
Were there any points of importance that would affect validity of the interview? 
(interruptions, excess noise, etc.) Specify. 
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APPENDIX B: EXCERPTS FEOM CODING PLAN 
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Poverty thresholds by family size and age of Individual, North Central, 
Urban, 1970; 
Family size 
Individual 2 persons 3 persons 4 persons 5 persons 6 or more 
Children: 
Under 1 year $682 $528 $503 $477 $452 
1-3 years 836 647 616 585 554 
4-6 years 990 766 730 693 657 
7-9 years 1188 919 875 832 788 
10-12 years 1386 1072 1021 970 919 
Girls: 13-15 yrs. 1452 1123 1070 1016 963 
16-19 years 1496 1158 1102 1047 992 
Boys; 13-15 yrs. 1584 1226 1167 1109 1051 
16-19 years 1891 1464 1394 1324 1265 
Women : 20-34 yrs. 1276 987 940 893 846 
35-54 years 1232 953 908 862 817 
55-74 years 1166 902 850 816 773 
75+ years 1122 868 827 785 744 
Men; 20-34 yrs. 1672 1294 1232 1170 1109 
35-54 years 1562 1209 1151 1093 1036 
55-74 years 1474 1140 1086 1032 978 
75f years 1430 1106 1054 1001 948 
In families with all family members residing In the family all 12 months; 
Locate the column of the correct family size. Add up the dollar figures 
for the particular family composition. For example, a family of five 
with a mother age 32, a son age 15, a son age 12, a son age 4 and a 
daughter age 8; 
Woman, 20-34 years " $ 893 
Boy, 13-15 years • 1109 
Child, 10-12 years • 970 
Child, 4-6 years " 693 
Child, 7-9 years • 832 
$4497 - poverty threshold for this family 
In families with one or more members In the family less than 12 months; 
Add up amounts for each 12 month family member as above. Locate amount 
for each part-time family member and multiply the dollar figure by the 
AM A 4"%% <1 AM J an 1 j A j j 
 ^  ^ J OWM Y* GhO WMCS # AUCi UW kl&C 
previous amount. 
I.e., 15 year old son In 5 member household was In the household 
only 5 months. $1109 x 5/12 = $462 Instead of $1109 In 
exan^le given above. 
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For families living on a farm; 
Add up as above. Multiply the total by .85 to adjust for farm family. 
Enter total on card 5, col. 69, 70, 71, 72, 73. 
Enter poverty status on card 1, col. 71: 1 - No, family Income Is not 
below poverty index or 
threshold indicated. 
2 - Yes, family income is 
below poverty Index or 
threshold indicated. 
Income Index ^ Total money income ^ 
of the family Poverty threshold 
Family composition by ages of children 
1 = Preschool children only (under 6) 
2 = Preschool and school age (under 6; 6-12) 
3 • Grade school age only (6-12) 
4 = Preschool and grade and teen and older (under 6; 6-12; 13-17 or older) 
5 " Grade school and teen or older (6-12; 13-17 or older) 
6 " Teen age only (13-17) 
7 - Teen age and children 18 and over (13-17; 18 and over) 
FINAL OCCUPATIONAL CODE 
(In Numerical Order) 
CODE NC-90 
1 1 High professional 
1 2 Executives of large businesses or high level government adminis­
trators 
1 3 Prestigious glamour occupations 
1 A T.^ .t ûee4 
1 5 Commissioned military officers 
1 6 Business managers in large businesses 
2 1 
3 1 
3 2 
3 3 
3 4 
4 1 
4 2 
4 3 
4 4 
4 5 
4 6 
4 7 
5 1 
5 2 
6 1 
6 2 
6 3 
6 4 
7 1 
7 2 
7 3 
7 4 
7 5 
9 7 
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Proprietors 
Semi-professional (usually requires less than 4 years of college) 
Technicians 
High level sales personnel 
Administrative and high clerical personnel 
Farm managers 
High level noncommissioned military officers 
Foremen, excluding farm 
Craftsmen 
Low clerical 
Low sales 
High level service workers, excluding private household 
Farm owners 
Lower prestige glamour 
Operatives and semi-skilled laborers 
Lower level noncommissioned military officers and enlisted men 
Tenant farmers 
Farm foremen and self-employed farm service laborers 
Low level service workers, excluding private household 
Private household workers 
%Mskilled laborers, excluding farm 
Farm laborers 
Sharecroppers 
Does not apply (no husband In home or no main Income earner other 
than respondent or spouse) 
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œPE 
9 9 Not employed 
GO No answer (refusal or don't know) 
171 
APPENDIX C; ADDITIONAL TABLES 
Table 31. Correlation^ matrix for interior, exterior and neighborhood 
aspects of housing quality, respondent's rating of her house, 
and community participation of husband and wife 
Vari-
ables 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 
1 -
m
 
CO 
.63 .90 .85 .82 .77 .85 .59 .57 .62 .63 
2 - .74 .95 .74 .75 .75 .78 .54 .53 .58 .58 
3 - .88 .53 .58 .66 .62 .44 .42 .45 .46 
4 - .77 .78 .80 .82 .57 .55 .60 .61 
5 - .90 .84 .95 .62 .61 .65 .66 
6 - .89 .97 .66 .67 .69 .72 
7 - .95 .66 .63 .66 .69 
8 - .67 .66 .70 .72 
9 - .93 .77 .96 
10 - .77 .96 
11 - .90 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
^r - .15 Significant at the .05 level; r " .19 Significant at the .01 
level; r - .26 Significant at the .001 level. 
^Variable Identification: l-Basic structural condition of interior; 
2-Overall aesthetic appearance of interior; 3-Overall impression of 
housekeeping; 4-Total of 1, 2 and 3; 5-Baslc structural condition of 
exterior; 6-Overall aesthetic appearance of exterior; 7-Overall upkeep of 
exterior; 8-Total of 5, 6 and 7; 9-Orderliness and upkeep of nelgjhborhood; 
lO-Overall aesthetic appearance of neighborhood; ll-Consistency in 
general quality of structures in the nei^borhood; 12-Total of 9, 10 and 
11; 13-Grant total of 4, 8 and 12; 14-Respondent's rating of her house in 
cong»arlson to relatives; 15-Itespondent's rating of her house in comparison 
with friends; 16-Respondent's rating of her house in comparison with 
nalghbcrs; 17=Scs?eadest's rating of hsr hetse is «?ith cemmun-
ity; 18-Total score of 14, 15, 16 and 17; Community participation by hus­
band and wife: 19-Church; 20-Groups connected with church; 21-PTA; 22-
Lodge, OIW; 23-Hecreation groups; 24-Total of 19, 20, 21, 22 and 23. 
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13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 21 22 23 24 
89 .38 .38 .44 .56 .57 .21 .27 .27 .18 .20 .33 
87 .35 .41 .43 .49 .54 .18 .20 .21 .12 .17 .26 
73 .24 .34 .29 .33 .39 .05 .07 .06 .07 .14 .11 
91 .35 .41 .42 .50 .55 .26 .20 .19 .13 .19 .25 
89 .44 .40 .43 .56 .59 .20 .27 .30 .14 .19 .31 
92 .40 .39 i43 .51 .55 .19 .20 .28 .08 .19 .27 
91 .39 .41 .40 .50 .54 .18 .19 .20 .07 .15 .25 
95 .42 .42 .44 .54 .59 .20 .23 .29 .10 .19 .29 
80 .23 .30 .16 .43 .35 .09 .21 .22 .10 .12 .32 
79 .23 .29 .12 .41 .33 .11 .24 .24 .14 .17 .25 
80 .21 .29 .22 .44 .37 .09 .15 .23 .08 .12 .20 
85 .24 .31 .17 .46 .37 .10 .21 .24 .12 .15 .23 
- .38 .42 .39 .56 .57 .17 .24 .27 .13 .19 .28 
- .51 .39 .45 .77 .16 .20 .19 .03 .10 .19 
- .51 .48 .79 .09 .11 .17 -.07 .06 .08 
- .45 .76 .11 .17 -.01 .13 -.04 .14 
- .76 .11 .25 .30 .05 .13 .23 
- .15 .22 .27 .01 .14 .21 
- .54 .43 .20 .37 .77 
- .30 .26 .30 .68 
- .23 .19 .64 
- .27 .54 
- .64 
Table 32. Correlations^ of family socioeconomic level with mothers' 
orientations to life 
Varl-
ables" X 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 
X - 23 -18 29 03 01 31 13 -43 -11 -14 07 -18 
1 - -04 34 08 07 29 -07 -29 —06 -02 —08 -08 
2 - -12 -12 -05 -26 14 38 05 -03 01 06 
3 - 03 03 19 -06 -24 -02 -06 03 -12 
4 - 03 13 -03 -32 -03 -10 07 -10 
5 - 06 -05 00 13 -14 00 08 
6 - -03 -32 01 -10 08 -12 
7 - 03 ^02 —06 03 -12 
8 — 14 04 -05 27 
9 - 09 —06 43 
10 — -13 13 
11 - -01 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
^r » .15 Significant at the .05 level; r = .19 Significant at the .01 
level; r *• .26 Significant at the .001 level. Decimal points omitted. 
^Variable identification: X-Socloeconomlc level; Variables 1 through 
25 the same as Table 25. 
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